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We review approaches to characterize metabolic interactions within microbial
communities using Stoichiometric Metabolic Network (SMN) models for applications
in environmental and industrial biotechnology. SMN models are computational tools
used to evaluate the metabolic engineering potential of various organisms. They have
successfully been applied to design and optimize the microbial production of antibiotics,
alcohols and amino acids by single strains. To date however, such models have
been rarely applied to analyze and control the metabolism of more complex microbial
communities. This is largely attributed to the diversity of microbial community functions,
metabolisms, and interactions. Here, we firstly review different types of microbial
interaction and describe their relevance for natural and engineered environmental
processes. Next, we provide a general description of the essential methods of the SMN
modeling workflow including the steps of network reconstruction, simulation through
Flux Balance Analysis (FBA), experimental data gathering, and model calibration. Then
we broadly describe and compare four approaches to model microbial interactions using
metabolic networks, i.e., (i) lumped networks, (ii) compartment per guild networks, (iii) bi-
level optimization simulations, and (iv) dynamic-SMN methods. These approaches can
be used to integrate and analyze diverse microbial physiology, ecology and molecular
community data. All of them (except the lumped approach) are suitable for incorporating
species abundance data but so far they have been used only to model simple
communities of two to eight different species. Interactions based on substrate exchange
and competition can be directly modeled using the above approaches. However,
interactions based on metabolic feedbacks, such as product inhibition and synthropy
require extensions to current models, incorporating gene regulation and compounding
accumulation mechanisms. SMN models of microbial interactions can be used to
analyze complex “omics” data and to infer and optimize metabolic processes. Thereby,
SMN models are suitable to capitalize on advances in high-throughput molecular and
metabolic data generation. SMN models are starting to be applied to describe microbial
interactions during wastewater treatment, in-situ bioremediation, microalgae blooms
methanogenic fermentation, and bioplastic production. Despite their current challenges,
we envisage that SMN models have future potential for the design and development of
novel growth media, biochemical pathways and synthetic microbial associations.
Keywords: environmental biotechnology, systems biology, microbial communities, process engineering,
metabolic network, genome-scale metabolic model, flux balance analysis, wastewater treatment
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INTRODUCTION
Microbial communities, and the biochemical and ecological
interactions occurring in and among them, are ubiquitous in
nature. They are vital for human as well as for environmental
health, and are manipulated in systems ranging from wastewater
treatment plants and agricultural crops to human digestive
tracts. Advances in computational tools such as Stoichiometric
Metabolic Network (SMN) models and their simulation
algorithms [e.g., Flux Balance Analysis (FBA)] are enabling
the in silico analysis of microbial interactions to enhance
desirable metabolic attributes. Community members or
metabolic features identified with model predictions can,
in theory, be manipulated to control the exchange of
metabolic compounds of relevance for environmental
protection or industrial applications. Here, we provide an
overview of how microbial interactions can be modeled
using stoichiometric metabolic networks as well as the main
challenges to achieve this. We also describe how such models
are starting to be applied to analyze and control natural and
engineered environmental systems. Our target audiences
are microbiologists, ecologists, and environmental/process
engineers who are not currently familiar with metabolic network
modeling.
THE BIG PICTURE
Newer technologies for environmental assessment, waste
treatment, and valuable chemical generation are required to
achieve equilibrium between socio-economic development
and the environment. Growing concerns about the lack of
sustainability of past economic growth patterns, and increased
awareness of a potential future water and climate crisis,
have made clear that the environment and the economy
can no longer be considered in isolation from one another.
For instance, the global population is expected to increase
by 13%, from 7.3 billion in 2015 to 8.3 billion by 2030,
(OECD, 2009). This will lead to increased needs for clean
water, energy, food, animal feed, fiber for clothing, and
housing, therefore putting more strain on our natural
environment. As noted in a strategic document by the
Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development
(OECD, 2011), a return to sustained and sustainable growth
will depend upon innovation that delivers a much greener
growth model. In this context, environmental and industrial
applications of biotechnology, and in particular, applications
involving microbial communities, are expected to underpin
future innovation. Indeed microbial communities are
already developed, used and controlled for the treatment
of contaminated environments (land, air, water) and for
sustainable manufacturing of valuable chemicals (Kleerebezem
and van Loosdrecht, 2007; Miller et al., 2010; Vallero, 2010;
Agler et al., 2011; Marshall et al., 2013). SMN modeling,
in addition to microbial ecology, fermentation technology,
“omics” technologies and process engineering, can assist the
development and optimization of many critical microbial
processes.
ENVIRONMENTAL PROCESSES
INVOLVING MICROBIAL INTERACTIONS
Members of microbial communities interact with one another
by trading metabolites or by exchanging dedicated molecular
signals to detect and respond to each other’s presence (Brenner
et al., 2008). These interactions enable the division of labor
whereby the overall output of the community results from the
combination of tasks performed by constituent individuals or
sub-populations (Teague andWeiss, 2015).Microbial guilds (also
called ecological functional groups) are groups of organisms
within the community that exploit a class of environmental
resource in a similar way. A particular microbial community can
be dominated by one or many guilds (Begon et al., 2005). The
overall chemical conversions resulting from guilds’ metabolic
activity (e.g., compound or biomass formation) are termed
bioprocesses (Miller et al., 2010). Environmental bioprocesses
of human interest are catalyzed by a wide variety of microbial
guilds (Table 1) and can be categorized as those involved inmajor
biogeochemical cycles (which are generally applied to remove
pollutants from water, soil, and air) and those involved in the
production of organic compounds (which are applied for the
production of valuable chemicals such as alcohols, methane, or
lipids). By interacting with each other, the microbial guilds act as
“functional bricks” by which both natural and artificial microbial
communities are assembled. Thus, the diversity of environmental
bioprocesses is largely defined by the diversity ofmicrobial guilds.
Definition of Microbial Interactions
Guilds or species interactions in microbial communities can
be either metabolism-based or be driven by ecological traits.
Several good reviews have summarized the study of ecological
interactions among microbes in synthetic as well as in natural
microbial communities (Faust and Raes, 2012; Mitri and Richard
Foster, 2013). Here, we emphasize the role of metabolism in
driving species interactions and vice versa, since metabolism-
based views allow the creation of both theoretical mechanistic
models and experimental manipulation.
The net effect of the metabolic interaction between
species/guild A on a second species/guild B can be positive
(+), negative (–) or neutral (0, no impact on the species
involved) (Faust and Raes, 2012; Großkopf and Soyer, 2014). The
possible combinations of win, lose, or neutral outcomes for two
interaction partners allow the classification of nine interaction
types. However, if interaction directionality is neglected
(i.e., +/– is considered the same as –/+), there are six basal
interaction patterns. Figure 1 depicts these interaction patterns
by ecological and a corresponding metabolic representation
(i.e., the communication between species via their metabolic
products). Since, the combinatorial explosion of possible
interaction states quickly reaches large numbers with only a few
species, the challenge is to find key interactions that are over-
represented in nature or that can have significant percolating
effects at the community level (e.g., stabilizing or de-stabilizing
interactions) (Großkopf and Soyer, 2014). Indeed, microbial
interaction networks, like human social networks, generally
imply the presence of many taxa with only a few links and a few
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highly connected (hub) taxa (Faust and Raes, 2012; Großkopf
and Soyer, 2014). The definitions of these microbial interactions
are important, allowing them to be formally described for use in
SMNmodeling frameworks.
Use of Microbial Interactions in Engineered
Processes
Engineered processes relying on microbial communities have
been around for nearly a century. Microbial interactions are
intentionally stabilized by selecting the source of the microbial
inoculum and by controlling environmental conditions to
promote the selection of favorable microbial taxa and processes
(Rodríguez et al., 2006; Kleerebezem and van Loosdrecht,
2007). The use and stabilization of microbial communities
for bioprocessing can have clear advantages over the use of
traditional pure cultures (Rodríguez et al., 2006; Kleerebezem
and van Loosdrecht, 2007; de-Bashan et al., 2011; Marshall et al.,
2013). Such advantages are: (i) no sterilization requirement,
reducing operational costs; (ii) the capacity to use cheap,
mixed, or complex substrates; (iii) greater adaptive capacity
(a larger pool of genes allows different processes to be
performed depending on the environmental conditions); (iv)
increased process robustness; (v) performance of complicated
tasks (division of labor and metabolic modularity allow
several processes to occur in a single culture); and (vi) that
controlling interactions allows process regulation. The above
advantages confirm cultures of microbial communities (a.k.a.
mixed microbial cultures) are an attractive platform for the
discovery and development of new bioprocesses. For instance,
the use of open mixed microbial cultures (MMC) and less-
pure or waste materials as substrate can substantially decrease
the cost of polyhydroxyalkanoates (PHA) or microalgae based
products and therefore increase their market potential and
positive environmental outcomes (Dias et al., 2005; Rodríguez
et al., 2006; Pardelha et al., 2012; Perez-Garcia and Bashan,
2015). Anaerobic digestion is a classic example of a process that
combines the objectives of elimination of organic compounds
from a waste stream with the generation of a valuable product
in the form of methane-containing biogas (Kleerebezem and
van Loosdrecht, 2007). Bioprocesses based on MMC exhibit
robustness and reproducibility, which is highly desirable in
industrial applications (Allison and Martiny, 2008; Werner
et al., 2011). Additionally, The physicochemical properties of
bioreactor feed may select the most efficient and effective
microbial catalysts and even lead to the evolution of more stable
and productive microbial communities (Marshall et al., 2013).
For instance, biological wastewater treatment by activated sludge
and bioreactors for PHAproduction can operate continuously for
years.
Limitations of Processes Based on
Microbial Interactions
Despite the above-mentioned advantages, environmental
processes based on microbial communities are currently not
widely applied at industrial scale—except for wastewater
treatment and anaerobic biodigesters—as this technology
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FIGURE 1 | Pairwise microbial interactions in environmental processes. For each interaction partner, there are three possible outcomes: positive (+), negative
(–), or neutral (0). Metabolic but not ecological interactions can be modeled using metabolic networks. Figure adapted from Großkopf and Soyer (2014).
still presents significant difficulties. The products formed by
microbial communities vary in amount and composition and
can have low market value (Kleerebezem and van Loosdrecht,
2007; Agler et al., 2011). Control of the optimum balance
among the microorganisms is not straightforward and requires
a better understanding of microbial community behavior (Agler
et al., 2011). In some MMC processes, the observed yields are
much lower than the ones observed from pure cultures or
expected from the theoretical process reaction stoichiometry.
For example, in anaerobic bio-hydrogen production from
carbohydrates, the measured hydrogen production per mole
of glucose is much lower (two moles) than the theoretical four
mol-H/mol-Glucose yield expected from the bioprocess reaction
stoichiometry (Li and Fang, 2007). Another disadvantage is that
metabolic routes for waste degradation or product formation
can be undefined, therefore complicating the implementation of
operation strategies (Rodríguez et al., 2006; Li and Fang, 2007).
Therefore, even though mixed microbial cultures are attractive
for bioprocessing, the above negative aspects challenge their
wider application. In this context, mathematical modeling of
metabolic conversions, and interactions can assist to overcome
these limitations.
STOICHIOMETRIC METABOLIC NETWORK
(SMN) MODELS
Bioprocess Modeling and Metabolic
Modeling
Natural and engineered environmental processes are complex
systems that depend on external chemical and physical factors.
The problem of complexity can be addressed with mathematical
models that enable simulation (prediction) of process behavior.
So that it is possible to estimate the impact that changing
independent variables (e.g., biomass retention time, key nutrient
concentrations, pH or temperature) will have on the service or
product of interest (Makinia, 2010). Mathematical modeling of
bioprocesses is a common practice in environmental engineering.
For instance, the International Water Association’s Activated
Sludge Models (ASM) are a family of bioprocess models widely
used by researchers and wastewater treatment facility operators
(Kaelin et al., 2009; Makinia, 2010). The main applications of
ASM models are, according to van Loosdrecht et al. (2008):
to gain insight into process performance and to evaluate
possible scenarios for process and plant upgrading. Given such
applications, mathematical modeling is a powerful tool to address
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FIGURE 2 | Sub-models of an environmental system (e.g., a full scale wastewater treatment plant). SMN models are genome informed stoichiometric
models of biological processes. Inherently, SMN is not a kinetic model therefore does not capture process dynamics. Nevertheless, SMN and kinetic models can be
integrated in a common modeling framework.
the complexity and poor reproducibility of environmental
processes.
Metabolic models are developed and applied when is
necessary to account for detailed microbial physiology (Ishii
et al., 2004). These models capture metabolic pathways as
sequences of specific enzyme-catalyzed reaction steps converting
substrates into cell products. Given this level of detail,
metabolic models are commonly applied to (Oehmen et al.,
2010): (i) generate mechanistic hypotheses from experimental
observations; (ii) improve process efficiency by providing a
quantitative basis for process design, control and optimization;
(iii) estimate the activity of a specific microbial guild; and (iv)
investigate the involvement of a specific metabolic pathway in
observed processes. However, metabolic models capture only the
molecular/biochemical aspect the whole environmental system.
For example, a model of a full-scale wastewater treatment system
implementing a biological treatment operation (e.g., activated
sludge) has a hierarchy of sub models as shown in Figure 2
(Makinia, 2010). The diagram shows that metabolic models
are extensions of bioprocess models and that also physical
and chemical phenomenon such as hydrodynamics, mixing,
temperature, and gas transfer have to be modeled in order
to capture the full complexity of an environmental process.
Nevertheless, each sub-model can operate as a standalone
mathematical tool. In this sense, the inclusion of metabolic
information is essential for deeper bioprocess understanding and
operation improvement.
As shown in Figure 3, metabolic models serve as a bridge
between molecular/biochemical research and environmental
engineering practice, functioning as a tool that can better link
the work of microbiologists and engineers in understanding
and optimizing a particular environmental bioprocess (Oehmen
et al., 2010). Several culture dependent and independent
techniques can be applied to analyze community physiology
(yields, growth rates, and metabolite consumption/production
rates), ecology (species presence/absence and abundance) and
molecular properties (functional gene, enzyme, and metabolite
presence/absence and abundance). Data generated through these
analyses can be encoded and integrated into a metabolic model
of the original microbial community. The model is calibrated
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FIGURE 3 | The stoichiometric metabolic network modeling approach for analysis of microbial interactions and communities in natural and
engineered environmental systems. The approach is subdivided in four main stages (i) sampling of microbial communities from environmental systems; (ii)
characterization of community properties and species interactions through culture dependent and culture independent techniques; (iii) integration of experimental data
through model development and analysis; and (iv) application of SMN model as tool to study basic mechanisms or design processes. DGGE, Denaturing Gradient Gel
Electrophoresis; ARISA, Automated Ribosomal Intergenic Spacer Analysis; qPCR, quantitative Polymerase Chain Reaction; FISH, Fluorescence In-situ Hybridization.
Dotted lines represent rounds of model calibration and validation against experimental data. The artwork representing the “Microbial community” was taken from
Vanwonterghem et al. (2014).
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and validated by iteratively comparing model generated data
against experimental data, which is a critical step to establish
model reliability. Once that model accuracy is satisfactory,
it can be applied to infer metabolic mechanisms, optimize
processes, analyze high-throughput “omic” data or design novel
catalytic pathways or microbial associations (Figure 3). Given
that metabolic models both describe and quantify biological
mechanisms, they are used as state-of-the-art research tools
and for practical applications through linkages with bioprocess
models.
Introduction to SMN Models
Stoichiometric metabolic network (SMN) models—also known
in the literature as genome-scale or genome-informed metabolic
(GEM or GIM) models—are mathematical representations of
cell biochemistry used to quantify metabolic reaction rates and
therefore describe cell phenotypes (Varma and Palsson, 1994b;
Kitano, 2002; Ishii et al., 2004; Palsson, 2009). SMN models
are data analysis tools particular to bioinformatics and systems
biology disciplines. The aim of these disciplines is to investigate
and understand the systematic relationships between genes,
molecules, and organisms through computational modeling
(Kitano, 2002; Kell, 2006; Park et al., 2008; Endler et al., 2009).
SMN models have become an important tool for characterizing
the metabolic activity of cells in biotechnological processes
and have promising potential to assist in the analysis and
understanding of microbial interactions (Lovley, 2003; Zengler
and Palsson, 2012). The explosion in the number of new SMN
models for up to 200 different organisms over the last few
years highlights the increasing popularity of this approach,
particularly in pharmaceutical and chemical industries (Feist and
Palsson, 2008; Park et al., 2008; Milne et al., 2009; Kim et al.,
2012; O’Brien et al., 2015). Although the method has inherent
drawbacks and presents important challenges (please consult
Section Applications of SMNModeling of Microbial Interactions
for further details), it continues to provide a fertile research field,
as demonstrated by the recent growth of model analysis methods
and tools (Durot et al., 2009; Kim et al., 2012; Lewis et al., 2012).
Reconstruction of the Metabolic Network
Metabolic network are formulated using genomic information of
the species to be modeled. For each microbial species or guild to
be modeled, an initial metabolic network has to be formulated
from gene-annotation data found in the scientific literature and
online biochemical databases (e.g., KEGG, Model SEED, and
NCBI, please consult Table 2 for details). These databases are
used to obtain complete sets of stoichiometric equations to “map”
or “reconstruct” complete biochemical pathways. Specialized
biochemistry literature is also used to obtain details of reaction
stoichiometry, cofactors and by-products. Usually information
in the databases and the literature is incomplete (e.g., unknown
reaction co-factors or compound synthesis steps). Therefore,
therefore manual curation of the metabolic network—adding
and balancing all equations to fill network gaps—is commonly
necessary. The reader is referred to the excellent protocol by
Thiele and Palsson (2010) for details of how to reconstruct
metabolic networks for each species/guild to be modeled. Here,
we provide a general description of the essential elements of the
reconstruction process.
A metabolic network consists of a list of mass and charge-
balanced stoichiometric biochemical reactions that are classified
as either reversible or irreversible (Savinell and Palsson, 1992;
Thiele and Palsson, 2010). As illustrated in Figure 4, networks of
biochemical reactions are reconstructed from existing knowledge
of which genes are present in each species, as well as the
function of genes. Figure 4 depicts the SMN reconstruction
process as follows: the organism’s DNA encodes information to
synthesize specific proteins with enzymatic activities (A and B);
proteins catalyze specific reactions where metabolites are used
as substrates (x, a, y) to be transformed into products (z, b, c);
subsequent reactions form metabolic pathways, which constitute
cell metabolism; each reaction is represented as a stoichiometric
equation (A and B); the equations are then compiled in an
extensive list of reactions involved in the modeled pathways. The
network topology concept refers to the web structure formed
by metabolites interconnected through biochemical reactions,
the biochemical pathway formed through these connections
and how metabolites are distributed in different intracellular
compartments (Varma and Palsson, 1994b; Orth et al., 2010).
Depending of the number of reactions they contain, SMN
models may be classified as pathway-scale or genome-scale.
Pathway-scale models contain reaction equations for specific
and essential metabolic pathways. The size of this model ranges
from 10 or 20 to 100 of equations, so they are easily developed,
calibrated, and validated. In contrast, GEMs contain reaction
equations for all metabolic pathways occurring in an organism,
according to the catalytic enzymes encoded in its genome.
The size of genome-scale models can go from a few hundred,
for models of bacteria, and archaea with small genomes, to a
couple of thousand for models of eukaryotic organisms (Kim
et al., 2012). Although expansion of the model may improve
the fitness to experimental data, it also presents important
additional difficulties, such as: (a) the tendency to overestimate
the rate of reactions in pathways that may only have a low
flow of metabolites as SMN models assume that all enzymes in
a pathway are present and active (unless explicit experimental
evidence to the contrary); (b) the uncertainty of incomplete
pathways or unknown reaction stoichiometry details, particularly
in secondary metabolic pathways (Feist et al., 2009).
Compartmentalization and Reaction Equations of the
Metabolic Network
The reactions can be modeled as occurring in different cellular
compartments such as the periplasm, chloroplast, cytoplasmic
and extracellular spaces (Chain et al., 2003). To do this, labels
such as [e], [p], and [c] are assigned to metabolic compounds
to indicate their occurrence in a particular compartment. The
metabolite “x[e]” is thereby differentiated from “x[p]”and their
diffusion between two different compartments is defined as
“x[e]↔ x[p].” By using compartmentalization, the reconstructed
networks can have stoichiometric equations to represent three
types of biochemical reaction (Thiele and Palsson, 2010):
(i) Exchange reactions, which define the composition of the
“synthetic growthmedium.” They do not represent a biochemical
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TABLE 2 | Examples of useful internet databases of biochemical reactions, metabolic pathways, and microbial genomes.
Database Application Internet URL
KEGG. Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes Very useful database with detailed information
of enzymes, pathway reactions and
compounds
http://www.genome.jp/kegg/
The Model SEED Very useful database where complete genome
scale models can be downloaded
http://seed-viewer.theseed.org/seedviewer.
cgi?page=ModelView
NCBI. National Center for Biotechnology Information Detailed information about literature, genomes,
genes, proteins and compounds
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/
BRENDA Specific detailed information on enzymes and
reactions
http://www.brenda-enzymes.info/
Metacyc Specific detailed information of pathways and
reactions
http://metacyc.org/
GOLD, Genomes On Line Database Specific detailed information of genomes,
genes
http://www.genomesonline.org/
BioModels database Curated models of biological systems http://www.ebi.ac.uk/biomodels-main/
BiGG database Curated genome scale models http://bigg.ucsd.edu/
Please refer to Durot et al. (2009) or Thiele and Palsson (2010) for extensive lists of databases.
conversion but rather define which chemical compounds are
consumed into or exported from the metabolic system; (ii)
Transport or diffusion reactions, which define a compounds
flow of mass from one compartment to another; and (iii) True
metabolic reactions (inferred from organism genomes), which
define biochemical transformations of compounds to form other
compounds catalyzed by an enzyme. Network reactions can be
defined as reversible or irreversible reactions depending on the
catalytic enzyme properties. Additionally, identical or similar
reactions—including reversible and irreversible versions of the
same reaction—can be included in the network because each
version might be associated with a different enzyme or set of
genes.
Conversion of Reconstructed SMN into a
Mathematical Model
The conversion of an organism or microbial guild SMN
reconstruction into a model requires transformation of the
reaction list into a mathematical matrix format. Thus, the
equations’ stoichiometric coefficients are arranged in the
stoichiometric matrix (S), of size m per n. Every row of this
matrix represents a unique compound i (for a system with
m number of compounds); and every column represents a
reaction j (for a system with n number of reactions) (Figure 4).
So that, an entry sij in the matrix S is a stoichiometric
coefficient of metabolite i in reaction j. A negative entry
on the S matrix indicates that the corresponding compound
is consumed in the reaction. Conversely, a positive entry
indicates that the corresponding compound is produced in the
reaction. A stoichiometric coefficient of zero is used for every
metabolite that does not participate in a particular reaction.
The S matrix contains all the information relating to the
reactions modeled for a particular organism (Varma and Palsson,
1994a; Orth et al., 2010). The modeled system boundaries
are defined using physicochemical and environmental data
as network input data (constraints) (Varma and Palsson,
1994a). The constraints can be grouped into any one of
five categories (Price et al., 2003; Oberhardt et al., 2009):
(i) physicochemical (e.g., conservation of mass defined in
the S matrix); (ii) topological (e.g., compartmentalization and
spatial restrictions associated with metabolites/enzymes defined
in the S matrix); (iii) genotypical (defined by the profile of
functional genes expressed by the organisms under a given
environmental condition which in turn defines which reactions
allow the flow of metabolites) (iv) environmental (i.e., media
composition; these constraints are captured in the model as
lower (αj) and upper (βj) bounds of substrate consumption rates;
and (v) thermodynamic (defined by the observed compounds
concentration and fluxes as well as Gibbs energy of reaction,
then captured in the model as reaction reversibility). As shown in
Figure 3, physicochemical, topological, and genotype constraints
generally define the structure of the model (i.e., the list of
equations and network topology), while environmental and
thermodynamic constraints generally define model input data. In
the same way that a cell is unique in having one genome and
many phenotypes, a metabolic reconstruction is unique for its
target organism but context-specific models can be derived by
changing the constraint values, therefore representing cellular
functions under different environmental or state conditions
(Thiele, 2009).
Model Simulation
Once the metabolic network is captured in a matrix format,
different mathematical analyses can be performed. These
computational methods have been reviewed in recent
publications such as Durot et al. (2009), Kim et al. (2012), and
Lewis et al. (2012). Lewis et al. (2012) presents a comprehensive
overview of the different methods and their applications. In
general, the methods (algorithms) to simulate SMN models
follow two main categories, biased methods formulated as
optimization problems and unbiased methods formulated to
characterize all possible solution able to be obtained given
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FIGURE 4 | Formulation of the stoichiometric metabolic network (SMN)
of a single species (or microbial guild) using genomic information. DNA
encodes information to synthesize specific proteins with enzymatic activities (A
and B); proteins catalyze specific reactions where metabolites are used as
substrates (x, a, y) to be transformed into products (z, b, c); subsequent
reactions form metabolic pathways, which constitute cell metabolism; each
reaction is represented as a stoichiometric equation (A and B); the equations
are then compiled in an extensive list of reactions involved in the modeled
pathways.
the network topology (characterize network’s solution space)
(Schellenberger and Palsson, 2009). Hence, biased methods
include the optimization of an objective function to identify
physiologically relevant flux distributions; and unbiased methods
describe all possible network’s flux distributions. FBA is the most
basic and commonly-used biased method for simulating SMN
models. It is effective in making quantitative predictions of
flux distributions using a few governing constraints on the
model (Edwards et al., 2001; Oberhardt et al., 2009; Orth
et al., 2010). A complete description of the plethora of these
methods and their applications is beyond the scope of this
review and will not be discussed further. Nevertheless, an
introductory description of FBA is provided below to illustrate
how metabolic reaction rates (a.k.a. fluxes) are predicted using
SMNmodels.
Flux Balance Analysis (FBA)
FBA and their related methods are used to predict steady state
fluxes (i.e., reaction rates) in the metabolic network, rather than
time-dependent metabolite concentrations (Varma and Palsson,
1994a). FBA provides a “snapshot” estimation of the rates of
all network reactions simultaneously operating under a specific
environmental or physiological state (Varma and Palsson, 1994b;
Orth et al., 2010). A set of specific reaction rates estimated at
a specific steady state is called flux distribution (v) (Varma and
Palsson, 1994b; Orth et al., 2010). All reaction rates are generally
expressed in units of millimoles (mmol) of compound produced
or consumed per unit of biomass per hour (h). Biomass is
commonly expressed as grams of dry weight (gDW)—although,
for microbial community models can also be expressed as grams
of volatile suspended solids (gVSS) or chemical oxygen demand
(gCOD)—so that the reaction rates have the following units:
mmol gDW−1 h−1
In FBA the dynamic mass-balance for each compound in the
network is represented by the equation:
dX
dt
= S • v (1)
where X is the vector of metabolite concentrations, t is time, S
is the stoichiometric matrix with size m × n and v is the vector
of metabolic fluxes through all network’s reactions (Savinell and
Palsson, 1992). Transitions of metabolic activity are typically
on the order of a few minutes, which is much faster than
cellular growth rates and other changes in the microorganisms’
environment. So that metabolic changes are considered to be in
a steady-state relative to growth and environmental transients
(Varma and Palsson, 1994a). In a system at steady-state the
change in concentration of metabolites over time is equal to zero
so that:
dX
dt
= S • v = 0 (2)
Equation (2) implies that the fluxes of metabolic compound
formation i are balanced with its degradation fluxes so that
the sum of fluxes equals zero. In other words, metabolite
accumulation is disregarded and all the flux of mass entering into
the network goes out.
A precise definition of the boundary of the system to be
modeled is also needed to formulate an explicit mathematical
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representation. Consequently, a specific environmental or
phenotypic condition (described in Section Conversion of
Reconstructed SMN into a Mathematical Model) is modeled by
defining specific values of reaction rates using the following form:
αj ≤ vj ≤ βj (3)
where αj and βj represent the lower and upper bounds for
reaction rate vj. A lower bound (α) and an upper bound (β)
are in fact set to every reaction. Bounds for exchange reactions
represent the flow of nutrients into and out of the biochemical
system; while bounds for transport reactions (occurring across
cell and subcellular compartment membranes) and metabolic
reactions (occurring within the confines of the cell membrane)
represent physicochemical constraints on reaction rates due to
thermodynamics or catalytic enzyme availability (Orth et al.,
2010). The set rates define a given environmental condition and
physiological state, and reduce (or “constraint”) the number of
possible solutions for v (Edwards et al., 2001; Oberhardt et al.,
2009; Orth et al., 2010).
As SMNs (represented as S) are underdetermined systems,
meaning that there are more reactions than there are compounds
(n > m), there is no unique flux distribution (v) solution.
An optimization algorithm [linear programing (LP) for FBA]
is therefore used to find the optimal v that minimizes or
maximizes a particular objective function (Z) defined by the user
(Varma and Palsson, 1994a). Typically, the objective function
is set to maximize the rate of the biomass production reaction
(Z = vbiomass), although other objective functions, such as
minimization of resource utilization and maximization of ATP
production can be used depending on the simulation condition
(Schuetz et al., 2007). The output of FBA is a particular vector
v that maximizes or minimizes Z (Oberhardt et al., 2009; Orth
et al., 2010). The mathematical formalism for FBA’s optimization
problems is as follows:
max (vBiomass)
s.t.


S • v = 0
αj ≤ vj ≤ βj
vSubstrate Uptake = Substrate uptake
measured experimentally


Biomass production is mathematically represented by adding an
artificial “biomass formation equation.” The equation defines
precursor metabolites at a stoichiometry that simulates the
production of one gram of biomass dry weight (DW) (Pramanik
and Keasling, 1997). To formulate an equation for biomass
production, the dry weight cellular composition of the organism
of interest, and its energetic requirements for biomass synthesis
need to be obtained experimentally, from the literature, or
estimated using data from phylogenetically related organisms
(Feist and Palsson, 2010). Cellular composition refers to
the fraction of proteins, RNA, DNA, carbohydrate, lipids,
polyamines, and other biomass constituents. These components
are enlisted in the biomass reaction as constituent metabolites
such as amino acids, nucleic acids, etc. Stoichiometric coefficients
of enlisted metabolites are scaled to satisfy the required mass
to form one gram of biomass dry weight. As a result, the flux
through the biomass reaction (in mmol gDW−1 h−1 units) is
equivalent to the growth rate (µ, in h−1 units) of the organism as
gDW and mmol units can be eliminated (Oberhardt et al., 2009;
Feist and Palsson, 2010).
Computational Tools and Software
Several software packages are used to build and simulate SMN
models. Table 3 lists some of these software packages and
provides details of their application. The reader is referred to
Medema et al. (2012) for an extensive review of computational
tools and software packages for metabolic network modeling.
The majority of these packages are available in the internet as
freeware. Figure 5 illustrates the research workflow that we, the
authors, commonly adopt to perform modeling studies. The
corresponding data resources and the software packages used
for each step are also shown. In step (i), searches of scientific
literature and biochemical databases are undertaken to acquire
stoichiometric equations of biochemical reactions forming
specific metabolic pathways. The network is reconstructed in
a spreadsheet as this format is easy to use and the data can
easily be transferred among different simulation software. The
list of equations is loaded into MATLAB R© (The MathWorks,
Inc., Natick, Massachusetts, United States.) using the COBRA
toolbox. Model loading and simulation can be also done
in software packages such as Optflux (Rocha et al., 2010).
In the following step, (ii), Excel and R software are used
to record the metabolite concentration curves observed in
experimental cultures and then calculate specific rates for the
production and consumption of culture substrate and products.
Acquisition of experimental data characterizing the microbial
community properties (step ii, also shown as stage ii in
Figure 3) is crucial as such data is required to compare all
model generated predictions. In step (iii), specific rates of
substrate consumption measured in experimental cultures are
used as SMN model input data (constraints) in the MATLAB-
COBRA toolbox. The model is simulated (e.g., via FBA) and
fitted (calibrated) to datasets observed from cultures (Perez-
Garcia et al., 2014a). In step (iv), once the model is calibrated,
the COBRA toolbox is used to perform a second round of
model analysis to estimate metabolic rates; and the effect of
operational parameters of experimental cultures on metabolic
pathways is inferred from these estimated metabolic rates (stage
“Applications” of Figure 3). Finally network visualization and
network topology analysis can be performed using Cytoscape,
CellDesigner, and Optflux (consult Table 3 for further software
information). It is important to recognize that SMN models
are not stand alone tools but rather support tools to be used
to analyze data, generate hypotheses and design new “wet”
experiments.
APPROACHES TO MODELING MICROBIAL
INTERACTIONS USING SMN MODELS
While several aspects of microbial metabolism can be
fruitfully addressed by studying pure cultures of individual
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FIGURE 5 | A research workflow to model microbial interactions using SMN models. (i) network reconstruction step; (ii) acquisition of experimental data;
(iii) the model calibration step, which involves the statistical comparison of model estimated data against experimentally observed data and further model parameter
adjustment to improve predictions; (iv) the calibrated model can be used to perform further analysis in other software platforms. See Section Computational Tools and
Software for details.
microbial species, many environmental bioprocesses require an
understanding of how microbes interact with each other (Lovley,
2003; Klitgord and Segrè, 2010; Zengler and Palsson, 2012). A
lack of information about environmental factors controlling
the growth and metabolism of microorganisms in natural and
polluted environments often limits the implementation of
monitoring or management strategies (Lovley, 2003). Within
this context, SMN modeling can be a relevant computational
approach to underpin the analysis of microbial interactions in
such processes (Miller et al., 2010; Vilchez-Vargas et al., 2010).
The development of SMN modeling methods capturing species
interactions enables increasingly realistic predictions of whole
community phenotypes (Stolyar et al., 2007; Oberhardt et al.,
2009) and quantification of rates of exchange of compounds
between different populations (Lovley, 2003; Stolyar et al., 2007).
An important advantage of using SMNs is that many different
types of metabolic interaction occurring simultaneously can
be modeled. For instance, it is possible to model two species
simultaneously competing for several nutrients (e.g., oxygen,
phosphate, and carbon dioxide in nitrification systems) but
having a commensal interaction through other compounds
(e.g., nitrite in nitrification systems). In addition, a relevant
feature of SMN models is that they can be applied to
simulate the cellular metabolism of homogenous mixtures
of suspended cells such as those in stirred tank reactors, as
well as in biofilms or stratified systems by implementing
appropriate reaction–diffusion equations (Rodríguez et al.,
2006). Given that SMN models contain extensive details of
many metabolic pathways and intermediates, the exchange
of multiple metabolites between different species can be
analyzed.
SMN modeling approaches have been used since 1999 to
understand the behavior of biological systems in complex
environments and to model organisms relevant to environmental
bioprocesses, when Pramanik et al. (1999) first developed a
SMN model of phosphate accumulating organisms. This was the
first attempt to adapt SMN’s to model microbial communities.
Later Lovley (2003) presented a coherent framework to
combine omic techniques, computational biology, and metabolic
network modeling to study environmental processes. As
shown in Table 4, the literature to date indicates that SMN
modeling has been applied to quantify metabolic rates in
environmental bioprocesses in only a few studies. Generally,
in these studies the number of species in the modeled
community is referred to as N while each modeled species
is referred to as k (Zomorrodi and Maranas, 2012). Table 4
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TABLE 3 | Examples of software packages used to develop and simulate
SMN models.
Software
package
Application and software
type
Internet URL for download
Microsoft
Excel
Build-up of SMN
reconstruction file.
Standalone software
http://office.microsoft.com/en-
us/excel/
MATLAB® Software and computing
environment
http://www.mathworks.com/
Standalone software
COBRA
toolbox
SMN modeling and
simulation in MATLAB
http://opencobra.sourceforge.
net/openCOBRA/Welcome.html
Free MATLAB toolbox
Optflux SMN modeling and
simulation. Standalone and
free software
http://www.optflux.org/
FASIMU SMN modeling and
simulation. Standalone and
free software
http://www.bioinformatics.org/
fasimu/
SBML
toolbox
Functions allowing SBML
models to be used in
different modeling software
http://sbml.org/Software/
SBMLToolbox
Free toolbox for modeling
software
libSBML 5.5.0 Programming library to
manipulate SBML files
http://sbml.org/Software/
libSBML
Software library
GLPK solver Optimization problem solver http://www.gnu.org/s/glpk/
Tomlab solver Optimization problem solver http://tomopt.com/tomlab/
Gurobi solver Optimization problem solver http://www.gurobi.com/
Cytoscape Network visualization http://www.cytoscape.org/
Stand alone and free
software
CellDesigner Pathway graphic
reconstruction. Standalone
and free software
http://www.celldesigner.org/
anNET Analysis of metabolites
concentrations with SMN
models. Free MATLAB
toolbox
http://www.imsb.ethz.ch/
researchgroup/nzamboni/
research
also shows that four approaches have been developed to
model microbial interactions in environmental processes using
SMNs. We define these approaches as: (i) lumped networks,
(ii) compartment per guild networks (also known as multi-
compartment networks), (iii) dynamic-SMN (also known
as hybrid SMN), and (iv) bi-level optimization simulation.
These approaches are described in the following sections; a
conceptual scheme for each modeling approach is illustrated in
Figure 6.
Lumped Network Approach
Here, the community is modeled as a single entity in which
all metabolic reactions and metabolites from the species/guilds
are combined into a single set of reactions (i.e., a single S
matrix) (Figure 6). A metabolic network of the whole mixed
microbial population is built up by inventorying the most
common catabolic reactions, i.e., electron transport chain,
glycolysis, tricarboxylic acid cycle (TCA), and amino acid
synthesis; and later adding reactions of pathways unique to
specific species. For instance, Figure 6 depicts that reactions
from the species A, B, and C belong to a single set of equations
(system), where overlapped blocks represent common reactions.
Reactions of discrete pathways can be lumped into a single
reaction that represents the overall pathway (Rodríguez et al.,
2006). Reactions catalyzed by more than one species/guild
are only considered once, therefore pathway redundancy is
disregarded. The spectrum of compounds produced by the
community is generally obtained by maximizing the rate of
the reaction that represents the overall production of biomass
by the community, which sums all biomass precursors (i)
with stoichiometric coefficients (s) synthetized by N number
community members (k) (i.e., Z = max
(
v
community
biomass
)
where
v
community
biomass
=
∑N
k=1 s
k
i ). The lumped approach models the
community metabolic potential by treating all enzymatic
activities and metabolites as residents of the same physical
space, therefore intracellular compartments are commonly
neglected.
The approach is based on the assumption that all the
organisms in the community have reactions in common and
exploit the environment in a similar way (Table 4). It treats
the microbial community as a single virtual microorganism
catalyzing common biochemical pathways (Rodríguez et al.,
2006). The virtual microorganism should be regarded as a
representation of the different microbial strains involved in
the bioprocess. This assumption brings both advantages and
disadvantages. Ignoring microbial diversity and assuming a
virtual microorganism able to carry out the most common
biological conversions is acceptable in steady state and
completely mixed conditions (Rodríguez et al., 2006) thus,
simplifying the processes of model development and calibration.
The metabolic potential based on community functional gene
annotations can be directly investigated, as the assignment
of each reaction to a constituent guild is unnecessary. The
approach is quite flexible, can be scaled to different levels of
detail and has low computational burden. With these advantages,
the method is uniquely suited for initial and exploratory
analyses of poorly understood communities (Taffs et al.,
2009). Nevertheless, a minimum knowledge of community
metabolism and physiology is required. In other hand, a major
disadvantage is that microbial diversity and the dynamics
of the process are neglected using the lumped approach
(Rodríguez et al., 2006). Consequently, lumped networks capture
the overall matter and energy transformations catalyzed by
the community without providing detailed information of
individual guilds and their interactions (Taffs et al., 2009). This
method also neglects the logistics associated with transferring
metabolites between organisms, including conversion of
the relevant metabolite into one for which transporters
are available (Taffs et al., 2009). Consequently, the lumped
network approach is not strictly suitable to model microbial
interactions but rather to analyze the overall behavior of a given
community.
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FIGURE 6 | Conceptual scheme of the four approaches to model mixed microbial cultures using stoichiometric metabolic networks. In all figures boxes
SA, SB, SC represent sets of equations (captured as an S matrix) of metabolic reactions occurring in organisms/guilds A, B, and C, respectively. SABC is a matrix
lumping metabolic reactions occurring in organisms/guilds A, B, and C. These sets of reactions can have any number of sub compartments to model reactions
occurring in the extracellular space and organelles; boxes with dashed lines indicate model (system) boundaries; boxes with solid lines indicate guild boundaries; vj is
the flux of metabolite in reaction j; V is the vector of fluxes estimated by the model; Vk is the vector of fluxes estimated by the model of species/guild k (A, B, or C) ; Xi
is the concentration of metabolite i; µk (a.k.a. vk
biomass
) is the growth rate (biomass production rate) of species k; fk is the fraction of species k in community’s
biomass; and Xk
biomass
is the biomass concentration of modeled species/guild k (A, B, or C). Figure inspired in Taffs et al. (2009) modeling approaches diagrams.
Compartment Per Guild Approach
(Multi-Compartment)
In a compartment per guild network, each organism or
guild is modeled as a distinct compartment of the network
and exchangeable metabolites are transferred through an
extra compartment representing the extracellular environment
(Stolyar et al., 2007; Taffs et al., 2009; Klitgord and Segrè, 2010)
(Figure 6). This fictitious extra compartment represents the
extracellular environment shared by the microbial species/guilds
so that they are modeled as being spatially separated by the
extracellular medium (Klitgord and Segrè, 2010). The approach
is implemented by assigning reactions and metabolites to a
network representing each guild, with suffixes on metabolite
identifiers preventing sharing of compounds common to the
metabolism of multiple guilds. For instance, ammonium (NH+4 )
is a metabolite for species/guilds A and B, so that in the model
the ammonium entity is defined three times, one for each species
[e.g., NH+4 (a) for species/guild A and NH
+
4 (b) for species/guild
B] and an extra one for the shared extracellular environment
[e.g., NH+4 (e)]. Explicit transport reactions are defined to account
for the exchange of metabolites between species/guild members
and the extracellular environment (Taffs et al., 2009). This allows
interactions such as the commensalism and competition to be
captured (Figure 1). Biomass formation reactions are defined
for each modeled species/guild. The optimization problem is
generally solved by maximizing the production rate of the
community biomass, which sums the rates of biomass production
of all modeled species (i.e., Z = max
(
v
community
biomass
)
, where
v
community
biomass
=
∑N
k=1 v
k
biomass
). Species abundances can be captured
by scaling the overall community substrate uptake rates with
a vector containing the fractions of species k in the biomass
(f k), vk
substrate uptake
= v
community
substrate uptake
∗ f k. Consequently species
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substrate uptake rates are proportional to species biomass
abundance.
The compartment per guild approach allows tracing of the
metabolic behavior of each modeled species/guild. Dividing
the community into species/guild-level compartments linked
by transferred metabolites, e.g., oxygen, is an intuitive way
to represent interactions within a community. This approach
is optimal to analyze pairwise interactions in communities of
only two different microbial guilds. Examples of such small
communities are the ones formed by ammonia and nitrite
oxidizing bacteria in nitrification processes (Ferguson at al.,
2007) or the ones formed by microalgae and plant growth
promoting bacteria (de-Bashan et al., 2005; de-Bashan and
Bashan, 2010). It is also an ideal method for understanding
which guild performs a particular metabolic transformation. For
example, it is easy to estimate the fraction of total biomass or ATP
produced by each guild (Taffs et al., 2009). Also, the approach
allows the capturing species abundance profiles, as observed in
experiments (Perez-Garcia et al., 2016). Separating species/guild
metabolism in different compartments makes it possible to verify
potential microbial interactions, or to formulating new growth
media on basis of each species metabolic requirements (Klitgord
and Segrè, 2010). A drawback of this approach is that the size
of the resulting network can lead to a “combinatorial explosion”
of new pathways composed by reactions from different guilds
(Klamt and Stelling, 2002). To address this limitation, the
models for each guild member can be constructed to only
capture the necessary metabolic capabilities while maintaining
computational tractability (Taffs et al., 2009). A second drawback
of this approach is the requirement for significant a priori
information or assumptions, as specific transport reactions must
be assigned to each individual species/guild (Stolyar et al., 2007).
Bi-Level Optimization Approach
The approaches described above rely on either a single objective
function to describe the entire community (Stolyar et al., 2007)
or separate optimization problems for each microorganism
(Tzamali et al., 2011). Bi-level optimization integrates both
species and community-level fitness criteria into a multi-
level/objective framework. The bi-level optimization approach
is based on the assumption that a universal community-
specific fitness criterion does not exist (Zomorrodi and Maranas,
2012). This approach uses successive rounds of simulations
to analyze potential interactions within a community. A first
round of optimization simulations (e.g., flux balance analysis)
is applied to each modeled guild in isolation. Then the
output data is mined for ecologically relevant interactions,
compiled and used to define new stoichiometric reactions that
are used in a second round of optimization simulations to
examine the potential for interactions between guilds (Figure 6).
Conceptually, the first round of simulations provides guild-
level compound production rates, then proportions between
estimated rates define new community stoichiometry’s which are
then used to define inter-guild interactions (Taffs et al., 2009).
The bi-level optimization approach, like that developed as the
OptCom algorithm (Zomorrodi and Maranas, 2012), postulates
a separate biomass maximization problem for each species as
initial (inner) optimization problems, consequently capturing
driving forces of species-level fitness. Inter-guild interactions
(Figure 1) are modeled with interaction constraints in the
second (outer) optimization problem capturing the exchange of
metabolites among different species and using maximization of
overall community biomass as objective function (Zomorrodi
and Maranas, 2012).
Bi-level optimization algorithms such as OptCom can
capture metabolic interactions among members of a microbial
community (Table 4). It is possible to incorporate ecological data
of the community (i.e., species or guild presence/absence and
abundance) as constraints in the second optimization problem.
The observed growth rates of individual species can be used to
define (constrain) the biomass flux of internal guild models. Food
chains, substrate competition, syntrophy, and product inhibition
can be modeled using bi-level optimization approaches. For
instance, OptCom can be used for assessing the optimal growth
rate for different members in a microbial community and
subsequently making predictions regarding metabolic exchange
given the identified optimal levels (Zomorrodi and Maranas,
2012). An advantage of the bi-level optimization approach
is that it can also be coupled with differential equations to
generate dynamic models (Zomorrodi et al., 2014). Theoretically,
it is possible to include metabolic and species abundance data
for an indefinite number of species or guilds. However, this
remains challenging given the gaps in knowledge of species
identities and metabolic details of complex communities. The
bi-level simulation approach has the disadvantage of requiring
two rounds of data processing and simulation, which can be
computationally burdensome. In addition, using two types of
data processing introduces some rounding error (Taffs et al.,
2009). Finally, manual selection of ecologically interesting modes
from individual models requires a priori knowledge and can
significantly influence the solution.
Dynamic-SMN (Hybrid)
This approach couples the rate predictions of SMN models with
differential equations that capture the dynamic response of the
biological process with respect to compounds concentration,
temperature, or pH. The main attribute of hybrid models is
that they can predict reaction rates together with compound
concentrations across a time period, which is a major advantage
in applications such as process optimization. Consequently,
interactions that depend on changes in substrate concentration or
species abundance can be modeled with this approach. Dynamic-
SMNs have been applied to model single species (Mahadevan
et al., 2002; Hjersted et al., 2005; Çalik et al., 2011) as well as
multiple species (Scheibe et al., 2009; Zhuang et al., 2011). This
hybrid approach has been previously referred to as dynamic FBA
(dFBA) (Mahadevan et al., 2002). Here, we refer to this method as
dynamic-SMN rather than dFBA to avoid the assumption that the
intracellular flux distribution can only be obtained via FBA and
not other simulation algorithms such as flux variability analysis
or random sampling.
Dynamic-SMNmodels are formed by three types of equations:
(i) kinetic and (ii) differential equations, both capturing the
process dynamics; and (iii) stoichiometric reaction equations of
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each modeled species/guild (Sk), which capture the biochemical
transformations (Figure 6). Initial conditions of the simulated
system must be defined a priory (i.e., initial concentration of
substrates (Xi) and species biomass (X
k
biomass
)). Also the analyzed
time period is subdivided into discrete time intervals so that
simulation length and the number of intervals must be defined
(e.g., a simulation of 2 h using 7200 time intervals of 1 s
each). During the simulation, the following four subroutines are
executed for each time interval: (i) the substrates and biomass
concentrations are used in the kinetic equations to estimate
the uptake rate of substrates (vk
Substrate uptake
) for each species k.
A kinetic equation (e.g., Monod or Logistic) is used for each
substrate of interest related to eachmodeled species. For instance,
two Monod equations are included in a model that capture the
consumption of one substrate by two species; (ii) the obtained
vk
Substrate uptake
values are used as constraints of the respective Sk to
solve the optimization problem (e.g., via FBA); (iii) the predicted
production rates for compounds of interest and biomass (vki and
vk
biomass
) are used in differential equations to obtain the change
of concentrations 1Xi and 1X
k
biomass
; (iv) new concentrations at
the end of the simulation step (XNEWi and X
k NEW
biomass
) are calculated
by adding1Xk
biomass
and1Xi to the initial concentrations Xi and
Xk
biomass
. The new concentrations are used as a starting point for
the next itineration of subroutines executed for the next time
interval. This continues until the simulation length is reached.
At each time interval, the flux constraints for each organism
vary based on the substrate concentration at that particular time,
leading to dynamic variations. The underlying assumption of
this approach is that the speed of processes inside the cell are
faster than the changes in the surrounding environment, which
allows the kinetics of environmental factors to be defined (e.g.,
substrate concentration change), without defining intracellular
kinetic processes (Mahadevan et al., 2002).
Dynamic-SMN models captures both metabolic complexity
and metabolic dynamism. The approach is particularly well
suited to model microbial interactions in heterogeneous
environments (e.g., batch cultures), as it does not assume
constant yield coefficients (Schuetz et al., 2007). Because
the majority of environmental bioprocesses (e.g., wastewater
biotreatment and soil bioremediation) display time dependent
dynamics, this approach has the potential to truly capture
their behavior (Table 4). For instance, dynamic-SMN has been
applied successfully to study bioremediation processes with
mixed microbial populations (Zhuang et al., 2011; Embree
et al., 2015). Scheibe et al. (2009) coupled a genome-scale SMN
model of Geobacter sulfurreducens to a soil reactive transport
model (HYDROGEOCHEM) to define in situ bioremediation
strategies for uranium spills in soil. By representing an aquifer
as a numeric grid, the hybrid model simulates time and
space dependent hydrological, geochemical, and metabolic
processes in the spill area. Another innovative tool based on
SMN models is the Computation of Microbial Ecosystems in
Time and Space (COMETS) (Harcombe et al., 2014). The
approach couples dynamic-FBA simulations with extracellular-
compounds diffusion models, which makes it possible to track
not only the temporal but also spatial dynamics of multiple
microbial species in complex environments with a complete
genome scale resolution (Zomorrodi and Segrè, 2015). The
COMETS approach has been applied successfully to identify the
spatial arrangements of different species colonies in engineered
microbial communities. Another novel tool is the Microbial
Community Modeller (MCM) which combines genome-based
model construction with statistical analysis and calibration to
experimental data in a single platform (Louca andDoebeli, 2015).
MCM has been used to simulate successional dynamics in single-
species evolution experiments, and pathway activation patterns
observed in microarray transcript profiles (Louca and Doebeli,
2015).
As a drawback, this approach is computationally demanding
as several SMN simulations have to be performed to analyze
the entire time period. Additionally, model calibration can be
tedious because of the need to adjust many kinetic parameters
includingmaximum reaction rates vmax and affinity constantsKm
of kinetic equations (Makinia, 2010). Also, themaximumnumber
of microbial andmetabolic species depends on the computational
hardware capacity. Nevertheless, given the complexity of defining
kinetic equations for each modeled guild, this approach is best
suited to simulated interactions within small communities of two
to five guilds.
Comparing Approaches
Advantages and disadvantages of the approaches can be
compared in terms of their required input data, their generated
output data and their implementation (Table 5). In terms of
input data, all the approaches except the lumped approach
require extensive information about metabolic reactions and
pathways from different species/guilds. Species presence/absence
and abundance data can be used asmodel input for all approaches
except for the lumped approach because the community is
analyzed as a whole and the metabolism of individual species is
not captured. Metabolic information from systems with a large
number of species or guilds is better captured using lumped and
bi-level optimization approaches because each species is modeled
independently. Nevertheless, the computational requirement
to run bi-level optimization simulations with multiple SMN
can be significant. Presence/absence data of functional genes,
enzymes or metabolites can be captured using all the approaches
by defining gene-protein-reaction associations with Boolean
rules (Thiele and Palsson, 2010; Lewis et al., 2012). Different
approaches yield different output data and information. In
general all the approaches are appropriate to obtain metabolic
fluxes at the community level (i.e., overall production and
consumption rates of compounds) but the dynamic-SMN
additionally provides compound concentration profiles across
time. Quantification of physiological attributes (fluxes) at the
species/guild level (i.e., intracellular fluxes) can be generated
with all the approaches except with lumped models. Similarly,
microbial interactions among community species and guilds (i.e.,
exchange and competition of metabolites) can be quantified
using all the approaches except the lumped approach as this
does not contemplate the exchange of compounds between
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species. The temporal and spatial dynamics of compound
concentrations can only been captured with the dynamic-SMN
approach. In contrast, the lumped, multi-compartment and
bi-level optimization approaches provide rates of metabolic
reactions at a specific steady state.
The best approach for use depends on the system under
analysis (Table 5). Natural and engineered systems without
well-defined species populations are best modeled with
lumped models. The lumped approach represents the coarsest
methodology, requires the least a priori information and is
easier to implement than alternative approaches. It can be
used when other approaches cannot (due to complexity) or
should not (due to lack of detailed data). These advantages are
balanced against its tendency to overestimate the metabolic
potential. This is unsurprising, as real communities are not
super-organisms. Individuals are membrane-separated and must
contend with the logistics associated with matter and energy
transport. Consequently, the lumped technique is best for initial
work on “poorly” characterized systems (Taffs et al., 2009).
Natural and engineered systems with low species richness are
best characterized using the compartment per guild approach.
The compartmentalized community analysis method has the
advantage of intuitive tractability and separates activity and
function by guild, but requires substantially more knowledge
of the community than the pooled reactions approach. The
compartmentalized method also lends itself uniquely to
investigation of the robustness of specific consortium interaction
types (Taffs et al., 2009). Natural and engineered systems with
high species richness are best characterized using the bi-level
optimization approach. This approach has properties very
similar to the compartment per guild approach, but with the
important advantage of easy scalability, achieved by solving each
species’ SMN separately. The approach also provides additional
ecological insight into the competitive strategies underlying each
guilds function. The bi-level simulation approach also easily
captures interactions between different guilds as well as between
members of the same guild expressing different physiologies.
Finally, engineered systems with low species/guild richness are
best analyzed using dynamic-SMN models as this approach is
the only one that estimates concentrations of compound across
temporal and spatial gradients.
APPLICATIONS OF SMN MODELING OF
MICROBIAL INTERACTIONS
As more metabolic models of different organisms become
available, the modeling of microbial communities becomes more
feasible and relevant. SMN modeling has multiple applications
for the analysis of microbial interactions and environmental
bioprocesses (Table 4 and Figure 3), which are described in the
following sections.
Inference of Metabolic Mechanisms from
Observed Data
In this application, experimental data is acquired and used as
model input to generate estimations of intracellular metabolic
rates and inter-species compound exchange rates. Experimental
observations of community metabolism are then contrasted and
interpreted under the light of model predictions (Pramanik et al.,
1999; Chaganti et al., 2011). Because the SMN model includes
detailed information of metabolic pathways, a mechanistic
interpretation of the results obtained from experiments is
possible (Rodríguez et al., 2006). In addition, SMNmodeling can
be used to infer ecological relationships in complex microbial
communities, especially with regard to mechanisms of mass and
energy transfer between guilds, and the relationship between
species presence and its function in the community (Stolyar et al.,
2007; Taffs et al., 2009). For example, in the Stolyar et al. (2007)
study simulations helped reveal and clarify essential substrate
assimilatory pathways and reaction stoichiometry by comparing
simulation results with growth rates of experimental data.
Process Optimization
SMN models can be used to predict the likely outcome of
new operation and management strategies for experiments or
environmental processes (Scheibe et al., 2009). It is recognized
that the investigation of the optimal process operation can
be most effectively performed by adopting a model-based
methodology (Dias et al., 2005). The model is used to develop
experimental designs and hypotheses about relevant metabolic
pathway or points of metabolic regulation and modulation
(Pramanik et al., 1999). Intracellular flux distributions for
different environmental scenarios can be calculated and culture
feeding scenarios can be optimized with simulations targeting
maximal compound productivity and/or desired composition
(Dias et al., 2008). This is particularly useful for linking specific
operational parameters to bioprocess product formation. For
instance, Dias et al. (2005) and Pardelha et al. (2012) developed
a process model based on SMN modeling to optimize the PHB
productivity by mixed cultures. These studies aimed to explore
optimal carbon sources and ammonia-feeding strategies that
maximize both the final intracellular PHB content as well as
the volumetric productivity (Dias et al., 2005). Computational
tools such as the Search for Interaction-Inducing Media (SIM)
algorithm identifies the set of media that support the growth of
multi-species cultures and predicts the class of interaction they
induce (Klitgord and Segrè, 2010). In summary, the inclusion
of genome information in SMN models can be used to select
optimal combinations of microbial taxa or genes to promote
more efficient substrate degradation and/or production.
Analysis of High-Throughput “Omic” Data
Metabolic network models have successfully helped in the
interpretation of transcriptomic, proteomic and metabolomic
data from single-species cultures. As mentioned before there
is a plethora of published computational methods to analyze
SMN models (Durot et al., 2009; Kim et al., 2012; Lewis et al.,
2012) including omic data mining. For instance, proteomic and
transcriptomic data have been successfully used as constraints
of SMN models and interpreted through the Parsimonious
FBA (pFBA) (Lewis et al., 2010) and the ME-modeling
framework (Lerman et al., 2012) among others. In a similar way,
metabolomics data can be interpreted in the light of SMNmodels
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usingNetwork Embedded Thermodynamic (NET; Kümmel et al.,
2006), network topology (Çakir et al., 2006), or shadow price
(Reznik et al., 2013) analyses. Depending on the intended
application, proper method selection is important as results from
the same model can differ significantly depending on the method
used. For example, Machado and Herrgård (2014) systematically
evaluated eight SMN methods for analysis of transcriptomic
data and concluded that none of the methods outperform
the other for all the tested cases. Recent advances in the use
of high-throughput sequencing and whole-community analysis
techniques, such as meta-genomics and meta-transcriptomics,
are making genomic information available from microbial
communities. However, due to the complexity or low reliability
of the information generated in many studies, “meta-omic”
data may remain without meaning or usefulness. In principle,
SMN models can be used to analyze and interpret “meta-omics”
data by extending the computational methods developed for
“omic” data analysis. However, as best of authors knowledge,
SMN models have only been used for metagenomics and other
“meta-omics” data analysis in very few studies (i.e., Pérez-
Pantoja et al., 2008; Nagarajan et al., 2013; Embree et al.,
2015). This gap in the research field opens a promising research
opportunities for groups specialized in developing systems
biology and bioinformatics tools.
Design of Novel Catalytic Pathways and
Microbial Associations
The most innovative application of metabolic network modeling
of mixed-microbial communities is to discover and design novel
microbial associations and catalytic pathways. The real power of
computational biology techniques relies on their ability to rapidly
test thousands of metabolic variations or combinations without
developing wet experiments or generating mutants. For instance,
it is possible to computationally generate artificial microbial
ecosystems without re-engineering microbes themselves, but
rather by predicting their growth on appropriately designed
media. This approach is of particular relevance to environmental
biotechnology, given the restrictions on the use of genetically
modified organisms in bioremediation strategies. SMN models
can be used to identify novel environmental conditions to
co-cultivate two or more species by inducing mutualistic
or commensal interaction interactions (Stolyar et al., 2007;
Klitgord and Segrè, 2010). For example, in the study done
by Klitgord and Segrè (2010) 21 models were generated using
paired combinations of seven SMN models of different species.
From the simulations of these paired models, several putative
growth media formulations were identified to induce novel
commensal or mutualistic relationships between the species.
Naturally, further experimentation is required to confirmmodel’s
predictions, but these experiments would be based on a robust
hypothesis generated a priori. In another relevant in silico study
by Taffs et al. (2009), three SMN models were used to map the
novel pathways generated by the metabolic networks of three
species connected to each other via the exchange of substrate and
products.
SMN models can help to explore community enzymatic
potential to assemble novel interspecies catalytic pathways. Novel
pathways can be formed by inducing interactions between
different organisms rather than—or in addition to—genetically
modified organisms (Chiu et al., 2014). This is beneficial as
firstly one could use the metabolic potential of organisms that
may be hard to genetically manipulate. Secondly, communities
may have a more robust metabolic performance than individual
modified species, in which specific mutations can revert the
genetic modification. In this sense, symbiotic interactions, e.g.,
to biodegrade a pollutant, may arise more readily through
environmental fluctuations than genetic modifications (Klitgord
and Segrè, 2010; Zomorrodi and Segrè, 2015). Using a multi-
compartment approach, Klitgord and Segrè (2010) developed
the Search for Exchanged Metabolites (SEM) algorithm to verify
potential interactions between a pair of organisms by generating
lists of metabolites able to be exchanged by a defined pair of
species/guilds. This approach has huge potential for discovering
and designing novel microbial interactions.
CHALLENGES OF MODELING MICROBIAL
COMMUNITIES USING METABOLIC
NETWORKS
Whether developed for individual species or microbial
communities, SMN models have inherent and important
challenges that must be considered, including: (i) valid metabolic
networks are difficult to develop as details of many metabolic
reactions and pathways are unknown, this is especially true
for secondary metabolic pathways (Durot et al., 2009; Thiele
and Palsson, 2010; Kim et al., 2012); (ii) model outputs (e.g.,
intracellular flux estimations) can be uncertain as model
predictions do not necessarily reflect real fluxes, also models
can provide multiple solutions to a single problem. Given
these features, extensive model curation and calibration against
experimental data is required (Varma and Palsson, 1995;
Edwards et al., 2001; Kumar and Maranas, 2009; Perez-Garcia
et al., 2014a); (iii) in principle SMN models and their analysis
methods simulate cellular systems at steady state and do not
consider the accumulation of metabolic compounds, which
limits their application to study dynamic systems (Savinell and
Palsson, 1992; Varma and Palsson, 1994a); (iv) generally SMN
models and their analysis methods have to employ artificial
assumptions that can bias the model outputs (i.e., selection of
artificial objective functions for model solving) (Segrè et al.,
2002; Schuetz et al., 2007; Feist and Palsson, 2010); and (v) in
principle SMN models and their analysis methods disregard
gene regulatory processes, gene expression profiles, and do not
consider enzyme accumulation and kinetics (Pramanik and
Keasling, 1997; Price et al., 2003). On top of these challenges,
modeling of microbial interactions and communities adds
significant layers of complexity which are described below.
The starting point for SMN models is the information on
species genome and gene functions. However, it is important
to keep in mind that genome annotations in databases may
have errors, and that identifying genes that encode for catalytic
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enzymes it is not always straight forward. Furthermore, any
genome will contain a good portion of genes of unknown
function, and large parts of the genome encode proteins
involved in non-metabolic processes (Zengler and Palsson,
2012). Knowledge of the most important microbial guilds
involved in the performance of a given mixed microbial culture
is a prerequisite. Once the functional guild or species is
identified, whole-genome sequences in conjunction with detailed
physiological experiments enable SMN models to be generated.
De novo genome annotation is a challenge by itself.
Also, determining the abundance of individual microbial
species/guilds in the system of interest is essential to develop
more realistic SMN models for microbial communities. This
is because metabolic fluxes for each species can be scaled to
the amount of species abundance, which makes it possible
to evaluate the contribution of each species to the whole
community performance (Khandelwal et al., 2013; Perez-Garcia
et al., 2016). Biological abundance can be quantified directly
with techniques like fluorescent in situ hybridization (FISH),
quantitative polymerase chain reaction data (qPCR), reverse
transcription qPCR (RT-qPCR) and flow cytometry (Wagner
and Loy, 2002; Daims et al., 2006). Cultivation-independent
approaches, such as metagenomics, metatranscriptomics, and
metaproteomics, target the community as a whole and can
also provide insights into species/guild abundance, but they
have limited resolution at the species or strain level (Zengler
and Palsson, 2012). An outstanding question is whether SMN
models can be applied to the much larger number of interacting
species present in most ecosystems, and whether large modular
stoichiometric models are going to be useful and necessary.
SMN modeling efforts of microbial communities should also
focus on identifying suitable objective functions. The solution
space of a given model is not entirely a feature of network
structure, but also a function of the chosen objective function (Z)
and constraints (αj ≤ vj ≤ βj). SMNmodeling uses optimization
principles to estimate reaction rates of a given metabolic
network. As mentioned before, generally maximization of
biomass production per unit of substrate is the most suitable
objective function for single-species metabolic networks (Segrè
et al., 2002; Schuetz et al., 2007; Feist and Palsson, 2010). This
seems to also hold true for multi-species metabolic networks
(Klitgord and Segrè, 2010; Perez-Garcia et al., 2016). However,
it is important to acknowledge that no single objective can be
used to predict experimental data under all conditions of a
given biological system. Thus, it is necessary to identify the most
relevant objective for each condition. To do this, formal studies
investigating the use of different objective functions to model
a given microbial community under different environmental
conditions are required. Under nutrient scarcity, cell metabolism
normally supports efficient biomass formation with respect to
the limiting nutrient. This operational state appears to have
evolved under the objective to maximize either the ATP or
biomass yield (synonymous to the frequently used maximization
of growth rate objective). For cultures under conditions that
allow unlimited growth, in contrast, energy production is
clearly not optimized per se because cells secrete or accumulate
large amounts of organic compounds, instead of using them
for energy generation (Schuetz et al., 2007). Investigations of
different objective functions on models’ predictive capabilities
will enhance the reliability and robustness of SMN models of
microbial interactions.
An appropriate and rigorous model calibration is required
to achieve a high level of confidence that the estimated
rates of metabolic reactions are a valid representation of
the metabolic activity of real cells. Surprisingly there is
no many methods available to compare experimental versus
predicted data. Although SMN model calibration involves: (a)
an accurate definition of stoichiometric equations based strictly
on proven biochemical data by which the chemical compounds
and capabilities of mass transformations of the system are
defined; (b) correct definition of objective function(s) and the
solving method of the optimization problem; and (c) obtaining
high fitness (e.g., high correlation) between experimental data
and model predictions—the model must mimic at least the
consumption and production rates of compounds observed in
cultures. Most estimated rates of metabolic reactions cannot
be measured experimentally and therefore cannot be validated
directly. Nonetheless, data from microarray transcript profiles,
transcriptomics, proteomics, metabolomics, and fluxomics [13C-
based metabolic flux analysis (13C-MFA)] methods can be used
to reduce uncertainty and increase the accuracy of the model‘s
predictions (Figure 3).
Finally, it is important to recognize the different dynamics
scales of biological system. At least four scales can be pointed:
evolutionary, environmental, population and cell regulatory.
For instance it is suggested that while community’s organism
lineages fluctuate extensively through time and conditions, the
functional content of microbial communities displays stability
and correlations with environmental parameters (Klitgord and
Segrè, 2011). As asked by Klitgord and Segrè (2011): “Will
the often large fluctuations in population dynamics dwarf the
importance of regulatory dynamics within individual species?
How can one model and understand the interplay between these
two types of dynamic phenomena and their role in shaping
microbial ecosystems?” Answering these important questions
can significantly impact both, basic biological and evolutionary
concepts as well as practical community culturing applications.
None of our current computational tools can simultaneously
capture the dynamics in all the mentioned scales. However,
modeling approaches such as COMETS, HYDROGEOCHEM,
OptCom, and MCM are pioneering tools to integrate different
scale dynamics.
CONCLUSIONS
SMN modeling and systems biology can contribute to a
comprehensive understanding of microorganisms, their
interaction with other species in a community and their interplay
with their environment. Understanding how interaction among
cells enables the spread of information and leads to dynamic
population behaviors is a fundamental problem in biology
(Xavier, 2011). Meaningful insight into the interaction of
microorganisms with other organisms and the environment has
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often been hampered by the fact that microbial communities
are extremely complex (Zengler and Palsson, 2012). Nowadays,
realistic microbial community models are long way off, because
our knowledge of microbial interactions is still incomplete.
Even if all this knowledge were available, microbial community
modeling faces daunting challenges as microbiomes are highly
complex, nonlinear, evolving systems that can be chaotic
and therefore unpredictable (Faust and Raes, 2012). SMN
modeling approaches can help to address such complexity
because most interactions between different microorganisms
influence their metabolism. Identification of the most important
microbial guilds involved in the analyzed environmental system
is a prerequisite to characterizing it using an SMN model.
Once the functional guild or species is identified, whole-
genome sequences, in conjunction with detailed physiological
experiments, enable SMN models to be generated for the
identified organisms. Species-specific SMN models are then
used to build up community models using one of the four
modeling approaches. Modeling of microbial communities
requires the description of molecular mechanisms that describe
species interactions, such as competition, food chains, and
inhibition (Figure 1). Nevertheless, it is important to recognize
the SMNmodels do not capture strict ecological interaction (e.g.,
predation, parasitism) but rather metabolic interactions that can
have ecological repercussions within the community (Figure 1).
The successful application of SMN modeling to characterize
microbial interactions in natural and engineered environmental
systems requires recognizing andmodeling several abiotic factors
influencing process performance (Figure 2). The chemical
factors of the process include carbon source availability,
nutrient availability, electron donor/acceptor availability, pH,
and chemical stressors. The physical factors are those imposed
by the micro/macrogeography of the organisms location and
include, for example, humidity, conductivity, temperature,
pressure, diffusion, and texture and density of the extracellular
matrix (de Lorenzo, 2008). As this complexity increases, there is
a need to develop a new set of fundamental principles, concepts
and algorithms that will further reveal the secrets of microbial
and cellular communities (Zengler and Palsson, 2012). SMN
modeling of microbial communities and subsequent computer
simulations are tools that can lead to a better understanding of
themicrobial cell and will undoubtedly contribute significantly to
the field of environmental biotechnology. Microbial ecology and
environmental biotechnology are inherently tied to each other.
The concepts and tools of microbial ecology are the basis for
managing processes in environmental biotechnology; and these
processes provide interesting ecosystems to advance the concepts
and tools of microbial ecology (Rittmann, 2006). Revolutionary
advancements in molecular tools to understand the structure
and function of microbial communities are strengthening the
power of microbial ecology. A push from advances in modern
materials along with a pull from a societal need to become more
sustainable is enabling environmental biotechnology to create
novel processes (Rittmann, 2006).
Systems biology tools such as SMN modeling have created
the opportunity to develop the next generation of models of
environmental process involving biological transformations.
Nowadays, cheapermolecular biology and genomics, proteomics,
and metabolomic techniques allow us to identify and quantify
specific microbial species, full genome sequences, gene
expression activity and metabolic compounds (Lovley, 2003).
In addition, metabolomics can be applied to elucidate the
biodegradation pathways of pollutants by identifying and
quantifying dozens or even hundreds of compounds in a single
sample (Villas-Bôas and Bruheim, 2007). Powerful computers
are becoming cheaper, and new computation algorithms for
data mining and model simulation are generated more readily
(Lewis et al., 2012). The significant advantage of SMN models
in this context is that they can incorporate the data generated
with these new techniques and tools to produce a more accurate
and realistic quantification of microbial processes. Therefore
advanced metabolic models like these can serve as a bridge
between molecular/biochemical research and environmental
engineering practices, effectively functioning as a tool that can
better link the work of microbiologists and engineers (Oehmen
et al., 2010). SMN models are tools with potential to be used not
only in research but also in applications such as biogeochemical
cycle analysis and techno-economics, through linkages with
hydrodynamic and geochemical models. The methods and
applications detailed in this review and future developments
in this area will help to decipher patterns of compounds and
energy flow in environmental systems; these capabilities must
be employed for the sustainable and integral development of
human socio-economic activities within nature.
AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS
OP: Main literature revision and initial manuscript preparation.
GL: Revision of sections focusing in microbial ecology and
interactions and editorial improvement. NS: Revision of sections
focusing in mathematical modeling and main paper editor.
ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
The valuable scientific and intellectual feedback from Professors
Bart Smets and Benoit Guieysse substantially improved the
quality of this article. We thank the Reviewer’s for their valuable
feedback which helped to significantly improve the overall quality
of the document. OP was supported by doctoral scholarships
from The University of Auckland and The Mexican National
Council for Science and Technology (CONACyT). OP thanks Dr.
Diana Spratt Casas for editorial improvement.
Frontiers in Microbiology | www.frontiersin.org 25 May 2016 | Volume 7 | Article 673
Perez-Garcia et al. Modeling Microbial Interactions with Metabolic Networks
REFERENCES
Abubackar, H. N., Veiga, M. C., and Kennes, C. (2011). Biological conversion of
carbon monoxide: rich syngas or waste gases to bioethanol. Biofuel Bioprod.
Biorefin. 5, 93–114. doi: 10.1002/bbb.256
Agler, M. T., Wrenn, B. A., Zinder, S. H., and Angenent, L. T. (2011).
Waste to bioproduct conversion with undefined mixed cultures: the
carboxylate platform. Trends Biotechnol. 29, 70–78. doi: 10.1016/j.tibtech.2010.
11.006
Alcántara, C., Muñoz, R., Norvill, Z., Plouviez, M., and Guieysse, B. (2015).
Nitrous oxide emissions from high rate algal ponds treating domestic
wastewater. Bioresour. Technol. 177, 110–117. doi: 10.1016/j.biortech.2014.
10.134
Allison, S. D., and Martiny, J. B. H. (2008). Resistance, resilience, and redundancy
in microbial communities. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 105, 11512–11519. doi:
10.1073/pnas.0801925105
Arp, D. J., Sayavedra-Soto, L. A., and Hommes, N. G. (2002). Molecular
biology and biochemistry of ammonia oxidation by Nitrosomonas
europaea. Arch. Microbiol. 178, 250–255. doi: 10.1007/s00203-002-
0452-0
Batstone, D. J., Pind, P. F., and Angelidaki, I. (2003). Kinetics of thermophilic,
anaerobic oxidation of straight and branched chain butyrate and valerate.
Biotechnol. Bioeng. 84, 195–204. doi: 10.1002/bit.10753
Begon, M., Townsend, C. R., and Harper, J. L. (2005). Ecology: From Individuals to
Ecosystems. Oxford: Blackwell Publishing Ltd.
Brenner, K., You, L., and Arnold, F. H. (2008). Engineering microbial consortia:
a new frontier in synthetic biology. Trends Biotechnol. 26, 483–489. doi:
10.1016/j.tibtech.2008.05.004
Brown, C. E. (2010). The Microbial Ecology of Acidovorax Temperansin Activated
Sludge. Ph.D. thesis, The University of Auckland.
Bugg, T. D. H., Ahmad, M., Hardiman, E. M., and Rahmanpour, R. (2011).
Pathways for degradation of lignin in bacteria and fungi. Nat. Prod. Rep. 28,
1883–1896. doi: 10.1039/c1np00042j
Çakir, T., Patil K. R., Önsan, Z. I., Ülgen, K. Ö., Kirdar, B., and Nielsen,
J. (2006). Integration of metabolome data with metabolic networks
reveals reporter reactions. Mol. Syst. Biol. 2, 50. doi: 10.1038/msb4
100085
Çalik, P., Sahin, M., Taspinar, H., Soyaslan, E. S., and Inankur, B. (2011).
Dynamic flux balance analysis for pharmaceutical protein production by Pichia
pastoris: Human growth hormone. Enzyme Microb. Technol. 48, 209–216. doi:
10.1016/j.enzmictec.2010.09.016
Chaganti, S. R., Kim, D.-H., and Lalman, J. A. (2011). Flux balance analysis of
mixed anaerobic microbial communities: effects of linoleic acid (LA) and pH
on biohydrogen production. Int. J. Hydrogen Energy 36, 14141–14152. doi:
10.1016/j.ijhydene.2011.04.161
Chain, P., Lamerdin, J., Larimer, F., Regala, W., Lao, V., Land, M., et al. (2003).
Complete genome sequence of the ammonia-oxidizing bacterium and obligate
chemolithoautotrophNitrosomonas europaea. J. Bacteriol. 185, 2759–2773. doi:
10.1128/JB.185.9.2759-2773.2003
Chalot, M., and Brun, A. (1998). Physiology of organic nitrogen acquisition by
ectomycorrhizal fungi and ectomycorrhizas. FEMS Microbiol. Rev. 22, 21–44.
doi: 10.1111/j.1574-6976.1998.tb00359.x
Chandran, K., Stein, L. Y., Klotz, M. G., and Van Loosdrecht, M. C. M. (2011).
Nitrous oxide production by lithotrophic ammonia-oxidizing bacteria and
implications for engineered nitrogen-removal systems. Biochem. Soc. Trans. 39,
1832–1837. doi: 10.1042/BST20110717
Chang, R. L., Ghamsari, L., Manichaikul, A., Hom, E. F. Y., Balaji, S., Fu,
W., et al. (2011). Metabolic network reconstruction of Chlamydomonas
offers insight into light-driven algal metabolism. Mol. Syst. Biol. 7, 518. doi:
10.1038/msb.2011.52
Chapman, S. P., Paget, C. M., Johnson, G. N., and Schwartz, J. M. (2015). Flux
balance analysis reveals acetate metabolism modulates cyclic electron flow and
alternative glycolytic pathways in Chlamydomonas reinhardtii. Front. Plant Sci.
6:474. doi: 10.3389/fpls.2015.00474
Cheirsilp, B., and Torpee, S. (2012). Enhanced growth and lipid production
of microalgae under mixotrophic culture condition: Effect of light intensity,
glucose concentration and fed-batch cultivation. Bioresour. Technol. 110,
510–516. doi: 10.1016/j.biortech.2012.01.125
Chiu, H.-C, Levy, R., and Borenstein, E. (2014). Emergent biosynthetic capacity
in simple microbial communities. PLoS Comput. Biol. 10:e1003695. doi:
10.1371/journal.pcbi.1003695
Choix, F. J., de-Bashan, L. E., and Bashan, Y. (2012a). Enhanced accumulation of
starch and total carbohydrates in alginate-immobilized Chlorella spp. induced
by Azospirillum brasilense: I. Autotrophic conditions. Enzyme Microb. Technol.
51, 294–299. doi: 10.1016/j.enzmictec.2012.07.013
Choix, F. J., de-Bashan, L. E., and Bashan, Y. (2012b). Enhanced accumulation
of starch and total carbohydrates in alginate-immobilized Chlorella
spp. induced by Azospirillum brasilense: II. Heterotrophic conditions.
Enzyme Microb. Technol. 51, 300–309. doi: 10.1016/j.enzmictec.2012.
07.012
Choix, F. J., Bashan, Y., Mendoza, A., and De-Bashan, L. E. (2014). Enhanced
activity of ADP glucose pyrophosphorylase and formation of starch induced
by Azospirillum brasilense in Chlorella vulgaris. J. Biotechnol. 177, 22–34. doi:
10.1016/j.jbiotec.2014.02.014
Daims, H., Taylor, M. W., and Wagner, M. (2006). Wastewater treatment: a
model system for microbial ecology. Trends Biotechnol. 24, 483–489. doi:
10.1016/j.tibtech.2006.09.002
Das, P., Lei,W., Aziz, S. S., andObbard, J. P. (2011). Enhanced algae growth in both
phototrophic andmixotrophic culture under blue light. Bioresour. Technol. 102,
3883–3887. doi: 10.1016/j.biortech.2010.11.102
de-Bashan, L. E., Antoun, H., and Bashan, Y. (2005). Cultivation factors
and population size control the uptake of nitrogen by the microalgae
Chlorella vulgaris when interacting with the microalgae growth-promoting
bacterium Azospirillum brasilense. FEMS Microbiol. Ecol. 54, 197–203. doi:
10.1016/j.femsec.2005.03.014
de-Bashan, L. E., and Bashan, Y. (2004). Recent advances in removing phosphorus
from wastewater and its future use as fertilizer (1997-2003). Water Res. 38,
4222–4246. doi: 10.1016/j.watres.2004.07.014
de-Bashan, L. E., and Bashan, Y. (2010). Immobilized microalgae for removing
pollutants: review of practical aspects. Bioresour. Technol. 101, 1611–1627. doi:
10.1016/j.biortech.2009.09.043
de-Bashan, L. E., Bashan, Y., Moreno, M., Lebsky, V. K., and Bustillos, J. J. (2002).
Increased pigment and lipid content, lipid variety, and cell and population size
of the microalgae Chlorella spp. when co-immobilized in alginate beads with
the microalgae-growth-promoting bacterium Azospirillum brasilense. Can. J.
Microbiol. 48, 514–521. doi: 10.1139/w02-051
de-Bashan, L. E., Schmid, M., Rothballer, M., Hartmann, A., and Bashan, Y. (2011).
Cell-cell interaction in the eukaryote-prokaryote model of the microalgae
Chlorella vulgaris and the bacterium Azospirillum brasilense immobilized in
polymer beads. J. Phycol. 47, 1350–1359. doi: 10.1111/j.1529-8817.2011.01062.x
de Lorenzo, V. (2008). Systems biology approaches to bioremediation. Curr. Opin.
Biotechnol. 19, 579–589. doi: 10.1016/j.copbio.2008.10.004
Dias, J. M. L., Oehmen, A., Serafim, L. S., Lemos, P. C., Reis, M. A.
M., and Oliveira, R. (2008). Metabolic modelling of polyhydroxyalkanoate
copolymers production by mixed microbial cultures. BMC Syst. Biol. 2:59. doi:
10.1186/1752-0509-2-59
Dias, J. M. L., Serafim, L. S., Lemos, P. C., Reis, M. A. M., and Oliveira, R.
(2005). Mathematical modelling of a mixed culture cultivation process for
the production of polyhydroxybutyrate. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 92, 209–222. doi:
10.1002/bit.20598
Díaz, E. (2004). Bacterial degradation of aromatic pollutants: a paradigm of
metabolic versatility. Int. Microbiol. 7, 173–180.
Diels, L., De Smet, M., Hooyberghs, L., and Corbisier, P. (1999). Heavy metals
bioremediation of soil. Appl. Biochem. Biotechnol. Part B Mol. Biotechnol. 12,
149–158.
Dittmann, E., Fewer, D. P., and Neilan, B. A. (2013). Cyanobacterial toxins:
Biosynthetic routes and evolutionary roots. FEMS Microbiol. Rev. 37, 23–43.
doi: 10.1111/j.1574-6976.2012.12000.x
Durot, M., Bourguignon, P. Y, and Schachter, V. (2009). Genome-scale models of
bacterial metabolism: reconstruction and applications. FEMS Microbiol. Rev.
33, 164–190. doi: 10.1111/j.1574-6976.2008.00146.x
Edwards, J. S., Ibarra, R. U., and Palsson, B. O. (2001). In silico predictions of
Escherichia coli metabolic capabilities are consistent with experimental data.
Nat. Biotechnol. 19, 125–130. doi: 10.1038/84379
Edwards, S. J., and Kjellerup, B. V. (2013). Applications of biofilms in
bioremediation and biotransformation of persistent organic pollutants,
Frontiers in Microbiology | www.frontiersin.org 26 May 2016 | Volume 7 | Article 673
Perez-Garcia et al. Modeling Microbial Interactions with Metabolic Networks
pharmaceuticals/personal care products, and heavy metals. Appl. Microbiol.
Biotechnol. 97, 9909–9921. doi: 10.1007/s00253-013-5216-z
Embree, M., Liu, J. K., Al-Bassam, M. M., and Zengler, K. (2015). Networks
of energetic and metabolic interactions define dynamics in microbial
communities. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 112, 15450–15455. doi:
10.1073/pnas.1506034112
Endler, L., Rodriguez, N., Juty, N., Chelliah, V., Laibe, C., Li, C., et al. (2009).
Designing and encoding models for synthetic biology. J. R. Soc. Interface 6,
S405–S417. doi: 10.1098/rsif.2009.0035.focus
Faust, K., and Raes, J. (2012). Microbial interactions: from networks to models.
Nat. Rev. Microbiol. 10, 538–550. doi: 10.1038/nrmicro2832
Feist, A. M., Herrgård, M. J., Thiele, I., Reed, J. L., and Palsson, B. ø.
(2009). Reconstruction of biochemical networks in microorganisms. Nat. Rev.
Microbiol. 7, 129–143. doi: 10.1038/nrmicro1949
Feist, A. M., and Palsson, B. O. (2010). The biomass objective function. Curr. Opin.
Microbiol. 13, 344–349. doi: 10.1016/j.mib.2010.03.003
Feist, A. M., and Palsson, B. ø. (2008). The growing scope of applications of
genome-scale metabolic reconstructions using Escherichia coli. Nat. Biotechnol.
26, 659–667. doi: 10.1038/nbt1401
Ferguson, S. J. (1998). “The Paracoccus denitrificans electron transport system:
aspects of organisation, structures and biogenesis,” in Biological Electron
Transport Chains: Genetics, Composition and Mode of Operation, eds G. W.
Canters and E. Vijgenboom (Dordrecht: Kluwer Academic Publisher), 77–88.
Ferguson, S. J., Richardson, D. J., and van Spanning, R. J. M. (2007). “Biochemistry
and molecular biology of nitrification,” in Biology of the Nitrogen Cycle, eds H.
Bothe, S. J. Ferguson, and W. E. Newton (Elsevier, Amsterdam), 209–222.
Freitag, A., and Bock, E. (1990). Energy conservation in Nitrobacter. FEMS
Microbiol. Lett. 66, 157–162. doi: 10.1111/j.1574-6968.1990.tb03989.x
Gadd, G. M. (2010). Metals, minerals and microbes: geomicrobiology and
bioremediation.Microbiology 156, 609–643. doi: 10.1099/mic.0.037143-0
Gardes, M., and Bruns, T. D. (1996). Community structure of ectomycorrhizal
fungi in a Pinus muricata forest: above- and below-ground views. Can. J. Bot.
74, 1572–1583. doi: 10.1139/b96-190
Girard, J.-M., Roy, M.-L., Hafsa, M. B., Gagnon, J., Faucheux, N., Heitz, M., et al.
(2014). Mixotrophic. cultivation of green microalgae Scenedesmus obliquus on
cheese whey permeate for biodiesel production. Algal Res. 5, 241–248. doi:
10.1016/j.algal.2014.03.002
Großkopf, T., and Soyer, O. S. (2014). Synthetic microbial communities. Curr.
Opin. Microbiol. 18, 72–77. doi: 10.1016/j.mib.2014.02.002
Guazzaroni, M.-E., and Ferrer, M. (2011). “Metagenomic Approaches in Systems
Biology,” in Handbook of Molecular Microbial Ecology I: Metagenomics and
Complementary Approaches, ed F. J. de Bruijn (New Jersy, NY: John Wiley &
Sons), 473–489.
Guieysse, B., Plouviez, M., Coilhac, M., and Cazali, L. (2013). Nitrous Oxide (N2O)
production in axenic Chlorella vulgaris microalgae cultures: evidence, putative
pathways, and potential environmental impacts. Biogeosciences 10, 6737–6746.
doi: 10.5194/bg-10-6737-2013
Hao., T.-W., Xiang, P.-Y., Mackey, H. R., Chi, K., Lu, H., Chui, H.-K., et al. (2014).
A review of biological sulfate conversions in wastewater treatment. Water Res.
65, 1–21. doi: 10.1016/j.watres.2014.06.043
Harcombe, W. R., Riehl, W. J., Dukovski, I., Granger, B. R., Betts, A., Lang, A. H.,
et al. (2014). Metabolic resource allocation in individual microbes determines
ecosystem interactions and spatial dynamics. Cell Rep. 7, 1104–1115. doi:
10.1016/j.celrep.2014.03.070
Harms, H., Schlosser, D., and Wick, L. Y. (2011). Untapped potential: Exploiting
fungi in bioremediation of hazardous chemicals. Nat. Rev. Microbiol. 9,
177–192. doi: 10.1038/nrmicro2519
Hartmann, A., and Bashan, Y. (2009). Ecology and application of Azospirillum and
other plant growth-promoting bacteria (PGPB) - Special Issue. Eur. J. Soil Biol.
45, 1–2. doi: 10.1016/j.ejsobi.2008.11.004
Hatamoto,M., Imachi, H., Yashiro, Y., Ohashi, A., andHarada, H. (2007). Diversity
of anaerobic microorganisms involved in long-chain fatty acid degradation in
methanogenic sludges as revealed by RNA-based stable isotope probing. Appl.
Environ. Microbiol. 73, 4119–4127. doi: 10.1128/AEM.00362-07
Head, I. M., Jones, D. M., and Röling, W. F. (2006). Marine microorganisms make
a meal of oil. Nat. Rev. Microbiol. 4, 173–182. doi: 10.1038/nrmicro1348
Hernandez, J.-P., de-Bashan, L. E., Rodriguez, D. J., Rodriguez, Y., and Bashan, Y.
(2009). Growth promotion of the freshwater microalga Chlorella vulgaris by the
nitrogen-fixing, plant growth-promoting bacterium Bacillus pumilus from arid
zone soils. Eur. J. Soil Biol. 45, 88–93. doi: 10.1016/j.ejsobi.2008.08.004
Hjersted, J., Henson, M. A., and Mahadevan, R. (2005). “Dynamic flux balance
analysis of yeast primary metabolism in fed-batch culture,” in AIChE Annual
Meeting, Conference Proceedings (Cincinnati, OH), 9169–9170.
Hong, S.-J., and Lee, C. G. (2015). “Microalgal systems biology through genome-
scale metabolic reconstructions for industrial applications,” in Handbook
of Marine Microalgae: Biotechnology Advances, ed S. K. Kim (Amsterdam:
Academic Press), 353–370.
Hooper, A. B. (1991). Spectroscopic and rapid kinetic studies of reduction
of cytochrome c554 by hydroxylamine oxidoreductase from Nitrosomonas
europaea. Biochemistry 30, 11466–11472.
Hu, Z., Speth, D. R., Francoijs, K. J., Quan, Z. X, and Jetten, M. S. (2012).
Metagenome analysis of a complex community reveals the metabolic blueprint
of anammox bacterium “Candidatus Jettenia asiatica”. Front. Microbiol. 3:366.
doi: 10.3389/fmicb.2012.00366
Ishii, N., Robert, M., Nakayama, Y., Kanai, A., and Tomita, M. (2004). Toward
large-scale modeling of the microbial cell for computer simulation. J.
Biotechnol. 113, 281–294. doi: 10.1016/j.jbiotec.2004.04.038
Kaelin, D., Manser, R., Rieger, L., Eugster, J., Rottermann, K., and Siegrist, H.
(2009). Extension of ASM3 for two-step nitrification and denitrification and
its calibration and validation with batch tests and pilot scale data. Water Res.
43, 1680–1692. doi: 10.1016/j.watres.2008.12.039
Kaplan, A., Harel, M., Kaplan-Levy, R. N., Hadas, O., Sukenik, A., and Dittmann,
E. (2012). The languages spoken in the water body (or the biological role
of cyanobacterial toxins). Front. Microbiol. 3:138. doi: 10.3389/fmicb.2012.
00138
Kappler, U., Bennett, B., Rethmeier, J., Schwarz, G., Deutzmann, R., McEwan, A.
G., et al. (2000). Sulfite:cytochrome c oxidoreductase from Thiobacillus
novellus. Purification, characterization, and molecular biology of a
heterodimeric member of the sulfite oxidase family. J. Biol. Chem. 275,
13202–13212. doi: 10.1074/jbc.275.18.13202
Kell, D. B. (2006). Systems biology, metabolic modelling and metabolomics in
drug discovery and development. Drug Discov. Today 11, 1085–1092. doi:
10.1016/j.drudis.2006.10.004
Keller, N. P., Turner, G., and Bennett, J. W. (2005). Fungal secondary metabolism
- From biochemistry to genomics. Nat. Rev. Microbiol. 3, 937–947. doi:
10.1038/nrmicro1286
Khanal, S. K. (2009a). “Microbiology and biochemistry of anaerobic
biotechnology,” in Anaerobic Biotechnology for Bioenergy Production: Principles
and Applications, ed S. K. Khanal (New Jersey, NJ: John Wiley & Sons, Inc),
29–41.
Khanal, S. K. (2009b). “Overview of anaerobic biotechnology,” in Anaerobic
Biotechnology for Bioenergy Production: Principles and Applications, ed S. K.
Khanal (New Jersey, NJ: John Wiley & Sons, Inc), 1–27.
Khandelwal, R. A., Olivier, B. G., Röling, W. F. M., Teusink, B., and Bruggeman, F.
J. (2013). Community flux balance analysis for microbial consortia at balanced
growth. PLoS ONE 8:e64567. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0064567
Kim, T. Y., Sohn, S. B., Kim, Y. B., Kim, W. J., and Lee, S. Y. (2012). Recent
advances in reconstruction and applications of genome-scalemetabolic models.
Curr. Opin. Biotechnol. 23, 617–623. doi: 10.1016/j.copbio.2011.10.007
Kitano, H. (2002). Computational systems biology. Nature 420, 206–210. doi:
10.1038/nature01254
Klamt, S., and Stelling, J. (2002). Combinatorial Complexity of Pathway Analysis
in Metabolic Networks. Mol. Biol. Rep. 26, 233–236. doi: 10.1023/A:10203901
32244
Kleerebezem, R., and van Loosdrecht, M. C. (2007). Mixed culture biotechnology
for bioenergy production. Curr. Opin. Biotechnol. 18, 207–212. doi:
10.1016/j.copbio.2007.05.001
Klitgord, N., and Segrè, D. (2010). Environments that induce synthetic microbial
ecosystems. PLoS Comput. Biol. 6:e1001002. doi: 10.1371/journal.pcbi.1001002
Klitgord, N., and Segrè, D. (2011). Ecosystems biology of microbial
metabolism. Curr. Opin. Biotechnol. 22, 541–546. doi: 10.1016/j.copbio.2011.
04.018
Knoop, H., Gründel, M., Zilliges, Y., Lehmann, R., Hoffmann, S., Lockau, W.,
et al. (2013). Flux balance analysis of cyanobacterial metabolism: the metabolic
network of Synechocystis sp. PCC 6803. PLoS Comput. Biol. 9:e1003081. doi:
10.1371/journal.pcbi.1003081
Frontiers in Microbiology | www.frontiersin.org 27 May 2016 | Volume 7 | Article 673
Perez-Garcia et al. Modeling Microbial Interactions with Metabolic Networks
Knoop, H., Zilliges, Y., Lockau, W., and Steuer, R. (2010). The metabolic network
of Synechocystis sp. PCC 6803: systemic properties of autotrophic growth. Plant
Physiol. 154, 410–422. doi: 10.1104/pp.110.157198
Kraft, B., Strous, M., and Tegetmeyer, H. E. (2011). Microbial nitrate respiration
- Genes, enzymes and environmental distribution. J. Biotechnol. 155, 104–117.
doi: 10.1016/j.jbiotec.2010.12.025
Kuenen, J. G. (2008). Anammox bacteria: From discovery to application. Nat. Rev.
Microbiol. 6, 320–326. doi: 10.1038/nrmicro1857
Kumar, V. S., and Maranas, C. D. (2009). GrowMatch: an automated method for
reconciling in silico/in vivo growth predictions. PLoS Comput. Biol. 5:e1000308.
doi: 10.1371/journal.pcbi.1000308
Kümmel, A., Panke, S., and Heinemann, M. (2006). Putative regulatory sites
unraveled by network-embedded thermodynamic analysis of metabolome data.
Mol. Syst. Biol. 2, 2006.0034. doi: 10.1038/msb4100074
Kuypers, M. M. M., Silekers, A. O., Lavik, G., Schmid, M., Jøorgensen, B. B.,
Kuenen, J. G., et al. (2003). Anaerobic ammonium oxidation by anammox
bacteria in the Black Sea. Nature 422, 608–611. doi: 10.1038/nature01472
Lah, L., Podobnik, B., Novak, M., Korošec, B., Berne, S., Vogelsang, M., et al.
(2011). The versatility of the fungal cytochrome P450monooxygenase system is
instrumental in xenobiotic detoxification. Mol. Microbiol. 81, 1374–1389. doi:
10.1111/j.1365-2958.2011.07772.x
Lear, G., Mcbeth, J. M., Boothman, C., Gunning, D. J., Ellis, B. L., Lawson, R.
S., et al. (2010). Probing the biogeochemical behavior of technetium using
a novel nuclear imaging approach. Environ. Sci. Technol. 44, 156–162. doi:
10.1021/es802885r
Lear, G., Song, B., Gault, A. G., Polya, D. A., and Lloyd, J. R. (2007). Molecular
analysis of arsenate-reducing bacteria within Cambodian sediments following
amendment with acetate. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 73, 1041–1048. doi:
10.1128/AEM.01654-06
Lerman, J. A., Hyduke, D. R., Latif, H., Portnoy, V. A., Lewis, N. E., Orth, J. D., et al.
(2012). In silicomethod formodellingmetabolism and gene product expression
at genome scale. Nat. Commun. 3, 929. doi: 10.1038/ncomms1928
Lewis, N. E., Hixson, K. K., Conrad, T. M., Lerman, J. A., Charusanti, P., Polpitiya,
A. D., et al. (2010). Omic data from evolved E. coli are consistent with
computed optimal growth from genome-scale models. Mol. Syst. Biol. 6, 390. doi:
10.1038/msb.2010.47
Lewis, N. E., Nagarajan, H., and Palsson, B. O. (2012). Constraining the metabolic
genotype-phenotype relationship using a phylogeny of in silico methods. Nat.
Rev. Microbiol. 10, 291–305. doi: 10.1038/nrmicro2737
Li, C., and Fang, H. H. P. (2007). Fermentative hydrogen production from
wastewater and solid wastes by mixed cultures. Crit. Rev. Environ. Sci. Technol.
37, 1–39. doi: 10.1080/10643380600729071
Louca, S., and Doebeli, M. (2015). Calibration and analysis of genome-based
models for microbial ecology. Elife 4:e08208. doi: 10.7554/eLife.08208
Lovley, D. R. (2003). Cleaning up with genomics: applying molecular biology to
bioremediation. Nat. Rev. Microbiol. 1, 35–44. doi: 10.1038/nrmicro731
Lovley, D. R., and Coates, J. D. (1997). Bioremediation of metal contamination.
Curr. Opin. Biotechnol. 8, 285–289. doi: 10.1016/S0958-1669(97)80005-5
Lücker, S., Wagner, M., Maixner, F., Pelletier, E., Koch, H., Vacherie, B., et al.
(2010). A Nitrospira metagenome illuminates the physiology and evolution of
globally important nitrite-oxidizing bacteria. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 107,
13479–13484. doi: 10.1073/pnas.1003860107
Maarleveld, T. R., Boele, J., Bruggeman, F. J., and Teusink, B. (2014). A
data integration and visualization resource for the metabolic network
of Synechocystis sp. PCC 6803. Plant Physiol. 164, 1111–1121. doi:
10.1104/pp.113.224394
Machado, D., and Herrgård, M. (2014). Systematic evaluation of methods for
integration of transcriptomic data into constraint-based models of metabolism.
PLoS Comput. Biol. 10:e1003580. doi: 10.1371/journal.pcbi.1003580
Mahadevan, R., Edwards, J. S., and Doyle, I. I. I. F. J. (2002). Dynamic flux balance
analysis of diauxic growth in Escherichia coli. Biophys. J. 83, 1331–1340. doi:
10.1016/S0006-3495(02)73903-9
Makinia, J. (2010).Mathematical Modelling and Computer Simulation of Activated
Sludge Systems. London: IWA publishing.
Malik, A. (2004). Metal bioremediation through growing cells. Environ. Int. 30,
261–278. doi: 10.1016/j.envint.2003.08.001
Margot, J., Bennati-Granier, C., Maillard, J., Blánquez, P., Barry, D. A.,
and Holliger, C. (2013). Bacterial versus fungal laccase: potential for
micropollutant degradation. AMB Express 3, 1–30. doi: 10.1186/2191-0
855-3-63
Markou, G., and Georgakakis, D. (2011). Cultivation of filamentous cyanobacteria
(blue-green algae) in agro-industrial wastes and wastewaters: a review. Appl.
Energy 88, 3389–3401. doi: 10.1016/j.apenergy.2010.12.042
Marshall, C. W., LaBelle, E. V., and May, H. D. (2013). Production of fuels and
chemicals fromwaste bymicrobiomes.Curr. Opin. Biotechnol. 24, 391–397. doi:
10.1016/j.copbio.2013.03.016
Martín, H. G., Ivanova, N., Kunin, V., Warnecke, F., Barry, K. W., McHardy, A.
C., et al. (2006). Metagenomic analysis of two enhanced biological phosphorus
removal (EBPR) sludge communities. Nat. Biotechnol. 24, 1263–1269. doi:
10.1038/nbt1247
Medema, M. H., Van Raaphorst, R., Takano, E., and Breitling, R. (2012).
Computational tools for the synthetic design of biochemical pathways. Nat.
Rev. Microbiol. 10, 191–202. doi: 10.1038/nrmicro2717
Melton, E. D., Swanner, E. D., Behrens, S., Schmidt, C., and Kappler, A. (2014). The
interplay of microbially mediated and abiotic reactions in the biogeochemical
Fe cycle. Nat. Rev. Microbiol. 12, 797–808. doi: 10.1038/nrmicro3347
Meza, B., de-Bashan, L. E., and Bashan, Y. (2015a). Involvement of indole-
3-acetic acid produced by Azospirillum brasilense in accumulating
intracellular ammonium in Chlorella vulgaris. Res. Microbiol. 166, 72–83.
doi: 10.1016/j.resmic.2014.12.010
Meza, B., de-Bashan, L. E., Hernandez, J. P., and Bashan, Y. (2015b). Accumulation
of intra-cellular polyphosphate in Chlorella vulgaris cells is related to indole-3-
acetic acid produced by Azospirillum brasilense. Res. Microbiol. 166, 399–407.
doi: 10.1016/j.resmic.2015.03.001
Miller, L. D., Mosher, J. J., Venkateswaran, A., Yang, Z. K., Palumbo, A. V., Phelps,
T. J., et al. (2010). Establishment and metabolic analysis of a model microbial
community for understanding trophic and electron accepting interactions of
subsurface anaerobic environments. BMCMicrobiol. 10:149. doi: 10.1186/1471-
2180-10-149
Milne, C. B., Kim, P. J., Eddy, J. A., and Price, N. D. (2009). Accomplishments
in genome-scale in silico modeling for industrial and medical biotechnology.
Biotechnol. J. 4, 1653–1670. doi: 10.1002/biot.200900234
Mitri, S., and Richard Foster, K. (2013). The genotypic view of social interactions in
microbial communities. Annu. Rev. Genet. 47, 247–273. doi: 10.1146/annurev-
genet-111212-133307
Nagarajan, H., Embree, M., Rotaru, A.-E, Shrestha, P. M., Feist, A. M., Palsson,
B. ÃŸ., et al. (2013). Characterization and modelling of interspecies electron
transfer mechanisms and microbial community dynamics of a syntrophic
association. Nat. Commun. 4, 2809. doi: 10.1038/ncomms3809
Neilan, B. A., Pearson, L. A., Muenchhoff, J., Moffitt, M. C., and Dittmann,
E. (2013). Environmental conditions that influence toxin biosynthesis in
cyanobacteria. Environ. Microbiol. 15, 1239–1253. doi:10.1038/ncomms3809
Nikel, P. I., Martínez-García, E., and De Lorenzo, V. (2014). Biotechnological
domestication of pseudomonads using synthetic biology. Nat. Rev. Microbiol.
12, 368–379. doi: 10.1038/nrmicro3253
Nogales, J., Gudmundsson, S., Knight, E. M., Palsson, B. O., and Thiele, I.
(2012). Detailing the optimality of photosynthesis in cyanobacteria through
systems biology analysis. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 109, 2678–2683. doi:
10.1073/pnas.1117907109
Oberhardt, M. A., Chavali, A. K., and Papin, J. A. (2009). Flux balance analysis:
interrogating genome-scale metabolic networks.MethodsMol. Biol. 500, 61–80.
doi: 10.1007/978-1-59745-525-1_3
O’Brien, E. J., Monk, J. M., and Palsson, B. O. (2015). Using genome-
scale models to predict biological capabilities. Cell 161, 971–987. doi:
10.1016/j.cell.2015.05.019
OECD (2009). The Bioeconomy to 2030. Designing a Policy Agenda. Paris: OECD
Publishing.
OECD (2011). Future Prospects for Industrial Biotechnology. Paris: OECD
Publishing.
Oehmen, A., Carvalho, G., Lopez-Vazquez, C. M., van Loosdrecht, M.
C. M., and Reis, M. A. M. (2010). Incorporating microbial ecology
into the metabolic modelling of polyphosphate accumulating organisms
and glycogen accumulating organisms. Water Res. 44, 4992–5004. doi:
10.1016/j.watres.2010.06.071
Orth, J. D., Thiele, I., and Palsson, B. O. (2010). What is flux balance analysis? Nat.
Biotechnol. 28, 245–248. doi: 10.1038/nbt.1614
Frontiers in Microbiology | www.frontiersin.org 28 May 2016 | Volume 7 | Article 673
Perez-Garcia et al. Modeling Microbial Interactions with Metabolic Networks
Palsson, B. (2009). Metabolic systems biology. FEBS Lett. 583, 3900–3904. doi:
10.1016/j.febslet.2009.09.031
Pardelha, F., Albuquerque, M. G. E., Carvalho, G., Reis, M. A. M., Dias, J. M.
L., and Oliveira, R. (2013). Segregated flux balance analysis constrained by
population structure/function data: the case of PHA production by mixed
microbial cultures. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 110, 2267–2276. doi: 10.1002/bit.24894
Pardelha, F., Albuquerque, M. G. E., Reis, M. A. M., Dias, J. M. L., and Oliveira,
R. (2012). Flux balance analysis of mixed microbial cultures: Application to the
production of polyhydroxyalkanoates from complex mixtures of volatile fatty
acids. J. Biotechnol. 162, 336–345. doi: 10.1016/j.jbiotec.2012.08.017
Park, J. H., Lee, S. Y., Kim, T. Y., and Kim, H. U. (2008). Application of systems
biology for bioprocess development. Trends Biotechnol. 26, 404–412. doi:
10.1016/j.tibtech.2008.05.001
Patnaik, P. R. (2005). Perspectives in the modeling and optimization of PHB
production by pure and mixed cultures. Crit. Rev. Biotechnol. 25, 153–171. doi:
10.1080/07388550500301438
Pereira, I. A. C., Ramos, A. R., Grein, F., Marques, M. C., da Silva, S. M.,
and Venceslau, S. S. (2011). A comparative genomic analysis of energy
metabolism in sulfate reducing bacteria and archaea. Front. Microbiol. 2:69. doi:
10.3389/fmicb.2011.00069
Perez-Garcia, O., de-Bashan, L. E., Hernandez, J., and Bashan, Y. (2010).
Efficiency of growth and nutrient uptake from wastewater by heterotrophic,
autotrophic, and mixotrophic cultivation of Chlorella vulgaris immobilized
with Azospirillum brasilense. J. Phycol. 46, 800–812. doi: 10.1111/j.1529-
8817.2010.00862.x
Perez-Garcia, O., and Bashan, Y. (2015). “Microalgal heterotrophic and
mixotrophic culturing for bio-refining: From metabolic routes to techno-
economics,” in Algal Biorefineries, Vol. 2, Products and Refinery Design, eds
A. Prokop, R. K. Bajpai, M. E. Zappi (Switzerland: Springer International
Publishing), 61–131.
Perez-Garcia, O., Chandran, K., Villas-Boas, S. G., and Singhal, N. (2016).
Assessment of nitric oxide (NO) redox reactions contribution to nitrous oxide
(N2O) formation during nitrification using a multispecies metabolic network
model. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 113, 1124–1136. doi: 10.1002/bit.25880
Perez-Garcia, O., Escalante, F. M. E., de-Bashan, L. E., and Bashan, Y. (2011).
Heterotrophic cultures of microalgae: metabolism and potential products.
Water Res. 45, 11–36. doi: 10.1016/j.watres.2010.08.037
Perez-Garcia, O., Villas-Boas, S. G., and Singhal, N. (2014a). A method to
calibrate metabolic network models with experimental datasets. Adv. Intell.
Syst. Comput. 294, 183–190. doi: 10.1007/978-3-319-07581-5_22
Perez-Garcia, O., Villas-Boas, S. G., Swift, S., Chandran, K., and Singhal, N.
(2014b). Clarifying the regulation of NO/N2O production in Nitrosomonas
europaea during anoxic–oxic transition via flux balance analysis of a metabolic
network model.Water Res. 60, 267–277. doi: 10.1016/j.watres.2014.04.049
Pérez-Pantoja, D., De La Iglesia, R., Pieper, D. H., and González, B.
(2008). Metabolic reconstruction of aromatic compounds degradation from
the genome of the amazing pollutant-degrading bacterium Cupriavidus
necator JMP134. FEMS Microbiol. Rev. 32, 736–794. doi: 10.1111/j.1574-
6976.2008.00122.x
Pokorna, D., and Zabranska, J. (2015). Sulfur-oxidizing bacteria in
environmental technology. Biotechnol. Adv. 33, 1246–1259. doi:
10.1016/j.biotechadv.2015.02.007
Poughon, L., Dussap, C.-G., and Gros, J.-B. (2001). Energy model and metabolic
flux analysis for autotrophic nitrifiers. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 72, 416–433. doi:
10.1002/1097-0290(20000220)72:4<416::AID-BIT1004>3.0.CO;2-D
Pramanik, J., and Keasling, J. D. (1997). Stoichiometric model of Escherichia coli
metabolism: incorporation of growth-rate dependent biomass composition and
mechanistic energy requirements. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 56, 398–421.
Pramanik, J., Trelstad, P. L., Schuler, A. J., Jenkins, D., and Keasling, J. D.
(1999). Development and validation of a flux-based stoichiometric model
for enhanced biological phosphorus removal metabolism. Water Res. 33,
462–476.
Price, N. D., Papin, J. A., Schilling, C. H., and Palsson, B. O. (2003). Genome-scale
microbial in silico models: the constraints-based approach. Trends Biotechnol.
21, 162–169. doi: 10.1016/S0167-7799(03)00030-1
Reid, A., andGreene, S. E. (2012).HowMicrobes CanHelp Feed theWorld.A report
from the American Academy of Microbiology, Washington, DC: American
Academy of Microbiology.
Reznik, E., Mehta, P., and Segrè D. (2013). Flux imbalance analysis and the
sensitivity of cellular growth to changes in metabolite pools. PLoS Comput. Biol.
9:e1003195. doi: 10.1371/journal.pcbi.1003195
Rittmann, B. E. (2006). Microbial ecology to manage processes in
environmental biotechnology. Trends Biotechnol. 24, 261–266. doi:
10.1016/j.tibtech.2006.04.003
Rittmann, B. E., Krajmalnik-Brown, R., and Halden, R. U. (2008). Pre-genomic,
genomic and post-genomic study of microbial communities involved in
bioenergy. Nat. Rev. Microbiol. 6, 604–612. doi: 10.1038/nrmicro1939
Rocha, I., Maia, P., Evangelista, P., Vilaça, P., Soares, S., Pinto, J. P., et al. (2010).
OptFlux: an open-source software platform for in silicometabolic engineering.
BMC Syst. Biol. 4:45. doi: 10.1186/1752-0509-4-45
Rodríguez, J., Kleerebezem, R., Lema, J. M., and Van Loosdrecht, M. C. M.
(2006). Modeling product formation in anaerobic mixed culture fermentations.
Biotechnol. Bioeng. 93, 592–606. doi: 10.1002/bit.20765
Savinell, J. M., and Palsson, B. O. (1992). Optimal selection of metabolic fluxes for
in vivomeasurement. I. Development of mathematical methods. J. Theor. Biol.
155, 201–214. doi: 10.1016/S0022-5193(05)80595-8
Scheibe, T. D., Mahadevan, R., Fang, Y., Garg, S., Long, P. E., and Lovley, D. R.
(2009). Coupling a genome-scale metabolic model with a reactive transport
model to describe in situ uranium bioremediation. Microb. Biotechnol. 2,
274–286. doi: 10.1111/j.1751-7915.2009.00087.x
Schellenberger, J., and Palsson, B. ø. (2009). Use of randomized sampling
for analysis of metabolic networks. J. Biol. Chem. 284, 5457–5461. doi:
10.1074/jbc.R800048200
Schreiber, F., Wunderlin, P., Udert, K. M., and Wells, G. F. (2012). Nitric
oxide and nitrous oxide turnover in natural and engineered microbial
communities: biological pathways, chemical reactions, and novel technologies.
Front. Microbiol. 3:372. doi: 10.3389/fmicb.2012.00372
Schuetz, R., Kuepfer, L., and Sauer, U. (2007). Systematic evaluation of objective
functions for predicting intracellular fluxes in Escherichia coli. Mol. Syst. Biol.
3, 119. doi: 10.1038/msb4100162
Segrè D., Vitkup, D., and Church, G. M. (2002). Analysis of optimality in
natural and perturbed metabolic networks. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 99,
15112–15117. doi: 10.1073/pnas.232349399
Seviour, R. J., Mino, T., and Onuki, M. (2003). The microbiology of biological
phosphorus removal in activated sludge systems. FEMS Microbiol. Rev. 27,
99–127. doi: 10.1016/S0168-6445(03)00021-4
Shaw, L. J., Nicol, G. W., Smith, Z., Fear, J., Prosser, J. I., and Baggs,
E. M. (2006). Nitrosospira spp. can produce nitrous oxide via a nitrifier
denitrification pathway. Environ. Microbiol. 8, 214–222. doi: 10.1111/j.1462-
2920.2005.00882.x
Singh, B. K. (2009). Organophosphorus-degrading bacteria: Ecology and
industrial applications. Nat. Rev. Microbiol. 7, 156–164. doi: 10.1038/nr
micro2050
Stolyar, S., Van Dien, S., Hillesland, K. L., Pinel, N., Lie, T. J., Leigh, J. A., et al.
(2007). Metabolic modeling of a mutualistic microbial community. Mol. Syst.
Biol. 3, 92. doi: 10.1038/msb4100131
Subashchandrabose, S. R., Ramakrishnan, B., Megharaj, M., Venkateswarlu, K.,
and Naidu, R. (2013). Mixotrophic cyanobacteria and microalgae as distinctive
biological agents for organic pollutant degradation. Environ. Int. 51, 59–72. doi:
10.1016/j.envint.2012.10.007
Taffs, R., Aston, J. E., Brileya, K., Jay, Z., Klatt, C. G., McGlynn, S., et al. (2009).
In Silico approaches to study mass and energy flows in microbial consortia: a
syntrophic case study. BMC Syst. Biol. 3:114. doi: 10.1186/1752-0509-3-114
Teague, B. P., and Weiss, R. (2015). Synthetic communities, the sum of parts:
complex behaviors are engineered from cooperating cell communities. Science
349, 924–925. doi: 10.1126/science.aad0876
Thiele, I. (2009). A Stoichiometric Model of Escherichia coli’s Macromolecular
Synthesis Machinery and Its Integration with Metabolism. Electronic Theses and
Dissertations, San Diego, CA: University of California.
Thiele, I., and Palsson, B. ø. (2010). A protocol for generating a high-
quality genome-scale metabolic reconstruction. Nat. Prot. 5, 93–121. doi:
10.1038/nprot.2009.203
Tzamali, E., Poirazi, P., Tollis, I. G., and Reczko, M. (2011). A computational
exploration of bacterial metabolic diversity identifying metabolic interactions
and growth-efficient strain communities. BMC Syst. Biol. 5:167. doi:
10.1186/1752-0509-5-167
Frontiers in Microbiology | www.frontiersin.org 29 May 2016 | Volume 7 | Article 673
Perez-Garcia et al. Modeling Microbial Interactions with Metabolic Networks
Vallero, D. A. (2010). Environmental Biotechnology: A Biosystems Approach. San
Diego, CA: Academic Press.
van Loosdrecht, M. C. M., Ekama, G. A., Wentzel, M. C., Brdjanovic, D., and
Hooijmans, C. M. (2008). “Modelling activated sludge processes,” in Biological
Wastewater Treatment. Principles, Modelling and Design, eds M. Henze, M. C.
M. van Loosdrecht, G. A. Ekama, M. C. Wentzel, D. Brdjanovic (ondon: IWA
Publishing), 361.
Vanwonterghem, I., Jensen, P. D., Ho, D. P., Batstone, D. J., and Tyson, G. W.
(2014). Linking microbial community structure, interactions and function in
anaerobic digesters using new molecular techniques. Curr. Opin. Biotechnol.
27, 55–64. doi: 10.1016/j.copbio.2013.11.004
Varma, A., and Palsson, B. O. (1994a). Metabolic flux balancing: Basic concepts,
scientific and practical use.Nat. Biotech. 12, 994–998. doi: 10.1038/nbt1094-994
Varma, A., and Palsson, B. O. (1994b). Stoichiometric flux balance models
quantitatively predict growth and metabolic by-product secretion
in wild-type Escherichia coli W3110. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 60,
3724–3731.
Varma, A., and Palsson, B. O. (1995). Parametric sensitivity of stoichiometric flux
balance models applied to wild-type Escherichia coli metabolism. Biotechnol.
Bioeng. 45, 69–79. doi: 10.1002/bit.260450110
Vilchez-Vargas, R., Junca, H., and Pieper, D. H. (2010). Metabolic networks,
microbial ecology and ‘omics’ technologies: towards understanding in
situ biodegradation processes. Environ. Microbiol. 12:3089–3104. doi:
10.1111/j.1462-2920.2010.02340.x
Villas-Bôas, S. G., and Bruheim, P. (2007). The potential of metabolomics
tools in bioremediation studies. OMICS J. Integr. Biol. 11, 305–313. doi:
10.1089/omi.2007.0005
Vu, T. T., Stolyar, S. M., Pinchuk, G. E., Hill, E. A., Kucek, L. A.,
Brown, R. N., et al. (2012). Genome-scale modeling of light-driven
reductant partitioning and carbon fluxes in diazotrophic unicellular
cyanobacterium Cyanothece sp. ATCC 51142. PLoS Comput. Biol. 8:e1
002460. doi: 10.1371/journal.pcbi.1002460
Wagner, M., and Loy, A. (2002). Bacterial community composition and function
in sewage treatment systems. Curr. Opin. Biotechnol. 13, 218–227. doi:
10.1016/S0958-1669(02)00315-4
Wagner, M., Loy, A., Nogueira, R., Purkhold, U., Lee, N., and Daims, H. (2002).
Microbial community composition and function in wastewater treatment
plants. Antonie Van Leeuwenhoek 81, 665–680. doi: 10.1023/A:1020586312170
Wang, Y.-T., and Shen, H. (1995). Bacterial reduction of hexavalent chromium. J.
Ind. Microbiol. 14, 159–163. doi: 10.1007/BF01569898
Welker, M., and Von Döhren, H. (2006). Cyanobacterial peptides - Nature’s
own combinatorial biosynthesis. FEMS Microbiol. Rev. 30, 530–563. doi:
10.1111/j.1574-6976.2006.00022.x
Werner, J. J., Knights, D., Garcia, M. L., Scalfone, N. B., Smith, S., Yarasheski,
K., et al. (2011). Bacterial community structures are unique and resilient in
full-scale bioenergy systems. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 108, 4158–4163. doi:
10.1073/pnas.1015676108
Wilmes, P., Andersson, A. F., Lefsrud, M. G., Wexler, M., Shah, M., Zhang, B.,
et al. (2008). Community proteogenomics highlights microbial strain-variant
protein expression within activated sludge performing enhanced biological
phosphorus removal. ISME J. 2, 853–864. doi: 10.1038/ismej.2008.38
Wu, X., Ge., T., Wang, W., Yuan, H., Wegner, C. E., Zhu, Z., et al. (2015).
Cropping systems modulate the rate and masystems modulate the rate and
magnitugnitude of soil microbial autotrophic CO2 fixation in soil. Front.
Microbiol. 6:379. doi: 10.3389/fmicb.2015.00379
Xavier, J. B. (2011). Social interaction in synthetic and natural microbial
communities.Mol. Syst. Biol. 7, 483. doi: 10.1038/msb.2011.16
Yadav, G., Gokhale, R. S., andMohanty, D. (2009). Towards prediction ofmetabolic
products of polyketide synthases: an in silico analysis. PLoS Comput. Biol.
5:e1000351. doi: 10.1371/journal.pcbi.1000351
Yu, R., Kampschreur, M. J., Van Loosdrecht, M. C. M., and Chandran, K. (2010).
Mechanisms and specific directionality of autotrophic nitrous oxide and nitric
oxide generation during transient anoxia. Environ. Sci. Technol. 44, 1313–1319.
doi: 10.1021/es902794a
Zengler, K., and Palsson, B. O. (2012). A road map for the development of
community systems (CoSy) biology. Nat. Rev. Microbiol. 10, 366–372. doi:
10.1038/nrmicro2763
Zhuang, K., Izallalen, M., Mouser, P., Richter, H., Risso, C.,
Mahadevan, R., et al. (2011). Genome-scale dynamic modeling
of the competition between Rhodoferax and Geobacter in anoxic
subsurface environments. ISME J. 5, 305–316. doi: 10.1038/ismej.20
10.117
Zomorrodi, A. R., Islam, M. M., and Maranas, C. D. (2014). D-OptCom:
dynamic multi-level and multi-objective metabolic modeling of
microbial communities. ACS Synt. Biol. 3, 247–257. doi: 10.1021/sb40
01307
Zomorrodi, A. R., and Maranas, C. D. (2012). OptCom: a multi-level
optimization framework for the metabolic modeling and analysis of microbial
communities. PLoS Comput. Biol. 8:e1002363. doi: 10.1371/journal.pcbi.10
02363
Zomorrodi, A. R., and Segrè, D. (2015). Synthetic ecology of microbes:
mathematical models and applications. J. Mol. Biol. 428, 837–861. doi:
10.1016/j.jmb.2015.10.019
Conflict of Interest Statement: The authors declare that the research was
conducted in the absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could
be construed as a potential conflict of interest.
Copyright © 2016 Perez-Garcia, Lear and Singhal. This is an open-access article
distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY).
The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the
original author(s) or licensor are credited and that the original publication in this
journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. No use, distribution
or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.
Frontiers in Microbiology | www.frontiersin.org 30 May 2016 | Volume 7 | Article 673
